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CHAPTER JI 
INTRODUCTION 


From bey, 1935, France was joined to the Soviet. 
Unicon in a Fact of Mutual fssistance. From June, 1935, 
until the War, the Communist Party had seventy-two Peputies 
in the French Chamber. rom the time Hitler hecame Charcel- 
lor of Germany, France was not her usual tough self i 
dealing with Germanv. fn August of 1659, the feviet Unicn 
Siened a Noneiggeression Pact with Germany which opened the 
way to World Var "I. Im dune, 15 0, France surrendered to 


aci Cermeny. 
YT, THE PROBLEM 


Such are the facts cf the late 1930's. Om the face 
cf it, it would appear that France had declined from the 
yesition cf the paramount power on the Continent eof Europe 
to one eof complete isrominy in defeat. Had the French Com- 
munist Perty, as a tool cf Soviet foreign pelicy, been 
resrensibhie for this state cf affairs’ Te te more explic st, 
did the French Communist Party influence the course of French 
foreign policy during this peried? This thesis will ettenpt 
to answer that question. 

Jo the test knowledre of thie writer, the question 


hes never teen treated in any single work. True, there ere 
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2 
works on the French Communist Party ‘ust as there are works 
on French history during the period end ample coverare of 
French and Soviet foreirn relations. But as to en sssessment 
of the role played by the French Communist Perty in influe 
encing the foreirfn policy cf the Prench Government, there is 
@adistinct gap. This theeis will attempt to help fii1 that. 
void. 

There is one espeet of the srea under study which is 
cutside the scope of this thesis. “eo attempt will be made 
to create a theory or system as to what the French Comnunist 
Party really wanted despite what they stated publicly to be 
their policy. This work will rely solely on the public 


roliey of the Party. 
Tl. THE METHOD OF PROCEDURE 


This study will rresent the problem ty comparing the 
answers to two cuestions. First, whet did the French Com- 
munist Party want in French foreisn poliev? énd secondir, 
what was, in fact, the position or covrse of action taken 
by the French Government? From the differences, if any, cf 
these two, we can draw our conclusions es te whether the 
French Communist Party had any influence, and pernhars, why. 

The sources cf this thesis w7il consist of the 
reriodicals ard other publicaticns of the French Communist 
Party during the period in cnesticn as well as the commen- 


taries of non=-ccomaunist chservers. To this, the effictal 


record of the French Parliament, recognized histories ef 





3 
France, the inter-war pericd, and of the fcreien policy of 
the Soviet Union have been compared. [It should be noted 
here that translations of French works quoted herein were 
made by this author unless the work cited is an English 
translation. 

This study will begin with the Paris riots of 
February 6, 1934, a conveniert date te befin because it was 
amilestone in the growing influence of the French Communist 
Party end because it was during the vear 1934 that Seviet 
Russia entered the community of netions and became e more 
active participant in traditional international politics. 
The date is equally useful in thet it precedes the VII Cone 
press of the Comintern at which the new program of the 
People's Front was given ita fermal blessing. And finally, 
by 1934 the French Communiet Party was the only Communist. 
Party outside the Soviet Union which was neither illerel nor 
inaienificant. 

The study continves until September 26, 1939, the 
dete cn which the French Comaunist Party was banned by 
decree-law. Fv this time, Frence hed adorted a firm posi- 
tion with rerard tc both Germany and the Seviet Union. She 
wes at war with one and despised the cther. The effect of 
the French Communist Partr on the French Covernment during 
the immediate ten menths of war which followed would be 
another subject--that of an underground activity inside a 
nation at war. Equally, the period betweer the fall of 


France in June 1940 and Hitler's invasion of Russia on 





i aw 





it 
June 22, 1941, is completely different as is the period from 
June 22, 1941, to the present. 

The period of this studv, then, is confined to those 
five and ore-helf years before the combined policies of 
France, Great Britein, Italy, the Toviet Unien and, ir 
perticuiar, Germany led the world inte ancther and most 


devastating war. 
Ili. FRANCE AND THE CGVUNISTS 


The period under study is & Stranse mixture of 
forces: the polictes of the Soviet Union with regard to 
Germany in particular, the volicies of the Prench Government, 
algo in rerard to Germany in partievlar, and the rolic:es of 
the French Comnunist Party acting in its role as member of 
the Communist International and as a teol of the Zoviet 
Government. This study will attempt to show that the French 
Communist Party did exert an influence on the actions or the 
inaction of the French Government during these critical 
years but that this inflvence was rot the determinine factor 
of French foreien policy nor was the irfluence of the Prench 
Communist Party pesitive, but rather the influence was nere- 
tive. In other words, the French Communist Party never 
sueceeded in imposing ‘ts desires in a single major foreien 
policy decision of the era. Om the other hend, some deci- 
sions were taken despite--and perhaps to apite--the French 
Communist Party. If the Communists were ir favor of a 


certain course of action, then in most cases affecting the 
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security of France, the control of Germany, Ttaly or the 
coviet Union, the French Severnment would chocse the opro- 
site course of action. If the Comaunists were in arreement 
with the Government, then the course of action was suspect, 
had to be wrong. Generally, whatever the Communists wanted, 
they did rot fet. 

Tne euthor is tempted te ask himself if the foreign 
policy of France wovld nct have been much different durine 
this period if it were not for the presence, the sige and 
the power of the French Communist Party. The answer seems 
to be yes, but thie is net to say that the Communists were 
to blame fer the policies which led to the utter defert of 
France. Far from it. The prime culprit cf the period seems 
to be the unhappy political, social and eccnomic straite net 
only of France, but ef most of the industrialiced world. 
This culprit led te the Fascist regime in Italy and the 
polarization of political thought in Cermany, Spain and 
France in the twenties and thirties. In France, the search 
for drastic remedies cave birth to or revitalized such orrare 
izations as L'’Action Franceise (Fascist oriented Peyslists 
and Catholics), the Croix de Feu cf Colonel de la Reeque 
{somewhat Nazi), the French Popular Party of ex-Communist 
Jaeques Coricet (definitely pro-Nazi), and the vitriolic 
French Communist Party. 

Secial and economic strife was rampant in the 1% u's. 
Even the United States was not free from it. Americens had 


their Huey Long, William Lemke, Earl Browder, Father Coughlin, 





6 
and Docter Towrsend. Warpily, in the Urited States no ex- 
treme measures of fascism or communism were taken. Had the 
Communist Party of the United States held seventy-two sests 
in the Congress, the “New Deal program would, most likely, 
never have been enacted simpliv because that pregram would 
have been supported by the Cemmunists end therefore reparded 
tv the conservatives and moderates as selling cut’ to 
Russia. Fut because the Communist Party was not « threat to 
the United States, Eocsevelt's program could be enacted 
without the matorityv cf Americans fearing a surrender to 
eommunian. 

Viewed in this light, the foreign policies of the 
Third Prerch Republic misht have been different had it not 
been for the French Communist Party. But not entirely 
aifferent. The accial, ecenomic and political plieht of 
France in this period would still have caused a polarization 
of French pelitica to beth extremes of the pelitical spec- 
trum. The French cabinets would still have been shary. 
fnother scaperoet would have been fevund to replace the role 
of the French Communist Party. Vested interests of the 
Right and Left would have ceused pressures not ir the best 
interests of the Republic. The French Communist Party was 
a most convenient and vulnerable scaperoat. it had a record 


for being unpatriotic despite its yolte-fece in 1934-1935. 





Communists had been ardert pacifists althoush they had 


preached revolution in matters domestic and advocated a 
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Soviet type government. They could not erase thelr reputa- 
tion for beirne the instrument of a foreiszm power. 

“Convenient scapercaet” is therefore perhaps the best 
lebel to describe the French Communist Party during these 
years. Be it a strike or a rict, the Communists could te 
blamec. If the Communists were in fevror of atrong action by 
the League of Nations, the Right could claim that the Com- 
munista were unpatriotic. Tf the Communists were in favor 
of strong ection arainst Itely during the Abyssinian War, 
then the Centre could bslieve the charge of “warnonrers” 
emanating from the preeitalian newspapers, If the French 
Communists were in favor of a strong Frenco-Scviet Mutual 
feegistance Pect, then such a pact had to be watered down end 
not permitted to be toc effective lest perhaps the Comaunist 
Perty gain a feather for ite cap, or the Republic become too 
involved with the Ned Menace. The best way for enemies cf 
the Communist Party to handle the situation was to trv to 
“lese” the rect, subject it to en unusuel process of retifi- 
cation and then virtuelly forget about it. This was done. 

“hen Germany, the srcheenemy of France, militerized 
the Rhineland in violation cf the Treaties of Versailles and 
Locarno, and the French Government ectueally lacked the wil} 
to do something about it, then a convenient excuse was to 
remain inactive because action would please the Communists 
and the Seviet Union. If the nelighborinr Republic of Spain 
wes under ettack by rebels, aided by foreirn and Fascist 


governments, action to assist the constituted fsovernment was 
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£ 
virtually impossible because the Communiste and the Soviet 
Unien are in sympathy with the Fepublican government. 

By the late 1930's, France had set up a patterr of 
following the lead of Great Britein. ‘fAustrie wes annexed. 
Ceechoslovabia wae extinguished, The French Communist Farty 
wes areinst these actions, the Soviet Unicn protested. 

Until the end «ef fugust, 1939, the French Communist Party 
urged the defense of Poland. Here, for once, the French 
Government ard the Party agreed. Sut the Seviet Union had 
decided by this time to make other plans, and to make the 
score of disarreement between the Party and the French 
Covernment almost perfect, the Party reversed itself in micd- 
September, 1939, and dencunced Pranee's defense of the ‘arti- 
fielal” Polish state. 

Theres were other very important influences on French 
foreicn policy between 1934 and 1939. Great Fritein was a 
rrime influence. As a matter of historical fact, France 
follewed in the wake of British policy from the sanctions 
against Italy through to the declaration of war against 
Germany. At this peint, France was exactly three hours 
behind in Britein's wake. But here toc, the influence of 
the French Communist Farty was reflected: Tery distrust and 
suspicion ef the Popular Pront, Communist activities in 
Spain, and the entiesppeasement attitude of the French 
Communists. | 

Germany was @ prime object and, in a very real sense, 


a motivating influence on Frerch fereizr pelicy. M1plometic 





3 
moves and intensas proparanda by Germeny had their effect. 
Indeed, the Prench Communist Party was a prime tarret for 
this propaganda and once again a convenient scaperoat. 

Even the United States wes an influence although 
primarily a nemative one. Had the United Itates chosen to 
invelve itself in the problema of Burepe, seme Frenchmen 
habitually in the Centre might net. have feared Russia and 
communism so much and might not have been attracted so 
Strongly te fascism as "the wave of the future.” 

France lacked trusted and strong leaders at this 
time in her history. There was no Clemenceau or Poincare. 
individual party leaders were renerally unknown outside 
their own party. Even in the 1930's, Pierre Laval was noted 
for being “shifty.” Leon Blum, while sincere, lacked force. 
Maladier had a reputation for being a “strong man.” Chau- 
temps, Flandin and Sarraut never enjoyed wide confidence. 
Therein lies another contributing factor. 

The French Communist Party was an influence, then, 
but not the sole or determinine influence, on Prench foreim 
relations during this period. The mede or manner of inflvu- 
ence was to causa the French Severnment te he more apnpeasing 
toward Germeny and more inimical toward the Seviet Union 
then would have beer the case had there been a French Com- 
munist Party of neclisible atrength.,. That rropesition will 


he deferted in the followinr rares. 
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CHAPTER TI 
THY PRANCO-OSOSVIET PACT 


From the Paris riots of early 1934 to the occupation 
of the demilitarized sone of the Rhinelard ty German troors 
in March, 1936, the world witnessed a change cf outlock on 
world affairs by the Sceviet Union and the beginnings of the 
rise of Germen military might. It was during this pericd 
that Mussolini embarked on his conouest of Ethiopia in a 
manner reminiscent cf nineteenth century colonialism. The 
security of Furere covid have been prefoundly affected by 
the agreement between the Seviet Union and France, the 
Franco-Seviet Pact of 15935. Eut becauge of the nature of 
the Scviet Unien and the birth of the Popular Front in 
Frence, this pact was not taken as seriously by the French 


as it might nave teen. 
1. THE PARTS RICT OF 1934 


In Peris, en the evening of February 6, 1934, a riot. 
broke cut on the Place de la Concorde. Fourteen rioters 
and one policeman were kilied and 1,350 injured as the 
rioters tried tc cress the tridge to the Chamber of Deputies 
where Edouard Daladier, Fremier for less then oe week, had 


keen howled down repeatedly that dayby the Right and 


11 
Communist Deputies when he rresented his new cabinet. The 
cause of the riot seems to heve been the escalation of a 
protest demonstration by Rightist srovups over the Stevisky 
scandal’ end rumors of ae cour by the Daladier covernment. 
The riot was neither Communist insrired nor 6 Fascist plot. 
Frane Porkenau calls it "“cne ef the many corvulsions shekine 
Eurore in the wake of Hitler's advent to power. ”"* The epi- 
sode resulted in bringing down the Daledier government. It 
was not the riot, however, which was significent, but the 
consequences of it which became most important in the course 
of French politics in the vears which followed. Por the 


French Communist Party, it was an opportunity which they 


wee 








Reo a, 


Ioeul i, Gagnen, France Since 1789 (New York: Harper 


ten ense ld Le ei 


and Pow, Publishers, 1964), p. 273. 





“Serge tlexandre ®tevisiky was « financial adventurer 
who had engared in many and varied schemes cf dubious or out- 
right illeral cheracter. After his errest in late Cecember, 
1933, his cenneetions with leading politicians, high gsovern- 
ment officials and the police fave rise to a atorm of protest. 
After eacaping from custody, he was found dead with 4 bullet 
in his heed on January &, 1934. The police reported it as a 
suicide, but the rumor was that the poilee had purposely 
silenced him. fee William L. Shirer, Mideentury Journey (New 
York: Farrar, Straus ard Young, 1952), pp. ©O-'7, for a 
ehert but vivid account. 


3$1exender Werth, The Twilight of France 1933-19h0, 
ed. with an Introduction by D. ¥. Brogan (New York: Harper 
and Rrothers, 1942}, p. 15. This is net to ke construed as 
a@denial thet the leadership of the Rightist demenstrators 
was attempting te “convince the world that the Republic and 
corruption [the Stavisky affair} were one and the same. 
Indeed, Colonel de lea Roeque's Feu de Croix believed Daladier 
- be too far te the left. See Gagnon, or. cit., pp. 37%, 
3&2. 





é 
‘Frans Rorkenav, Furopean Communism (“New York: 
Harper end Brothers, 139%7), p. 116. This work has exceilent 
material on the French Cemmunist Party and the Comintern. 
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12 
fully exploited. 

The French Communist Party was born at-Tours cn 
December 3uU, 1920. There, at the Fighteenth Congress of the 
French Socialist Party (Section francaise de l'internationale 
cuvriére, S. F. I. 0.), the delesates voted to 4oin the Third 
International ty the vote of 3,205 in faver while Leon Blum'’s 
group could muster only 1,02? votes te reject the Twenty-cne 
Conditions.° Until the mid-1930's, the French Communist 
Party was not a significant force at home or abroad. They 
campaifned against the French occupation of the Ruhr in lvye23, 
succeeded in winning ©0C,G00 votes and twenty-five seats in 
the French Chamber cf Deruties in 1921, the year of the vic- 
torv of the Cartel des Gauches. ° However, disputes witsin 
the party itself as well as changes in tactics dictated by 
the Comintern caused the Communists in 1°25 to lese thirteen 
of their twenty-five seats while picking up only two addi- 
tioneli seats from Alsace. / Indulging in left extremism, the 
perty shevted slogans of ‘ciess aga‘nst class, insulted the 


ee 


democratic Socialists as “soctal-fascists,” and constantly 


Called for a general strike by trade unicnists whom the party 


7 Jaccues Fauvet, Histoire dy Parti Communiste Fran- 
cais (Evreux: Librairie frthéme Fayard, 1960), ‘cl. TI, p. 
"?, This text was an indispensabie aid in studying this 
period. It gives consideratis back rereund cn the personne] 
and programs of the French Comnaunist Party but it is not 
definitive on the influence exercised by the Party on Frerch 
foreien rulations. 


& 


Porkenau, cp. cit., Pp. 15. 


"Tead., r. 20¢€. 
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13 
did net control. In the elections of 1932, the Party, with 
enly 2£5,0v0 members, lost four cf its fourteen seats in the 
Chamber.© Communist Deputies and crowds alike carried on a 
program of nen-cocperation with, and animosity towards, any 
government in power. Their foreign policy was likewise one 
of simple negation. They were not only anti-rpatriotic, but 
the French Commmists “seemed to detest French patriotisn 
more than any other petrietiom.”” They rejected any surc- 
gestion to form a United Front with the Sceielists. “Les 
Soviets parteut! was their most consistent slogan. 

After the riots of February 6, Daladier resigned the 
following day under threat of renewed rioting. The Presi- 
dent of the Republic, M. Lebrum, called the elder statesman, 
Gaston Dovumerzue, who was himeelf a former President, to 
form a government. His new “national” government was 
accepted by all principal fections except the Sccialists, 
Communists, and the Rightist Action Francaise. ~° 

On February 7 the C.G.7. (Confederation Genérale du 
Travail) had called for a general strike to take place on 
Fetrusry 12 under the sponsorship cf the C.&.7. itself, the 
Sceialists and the Ligue des Dreits de L'Homme. The Comnun- 


ists, acting separately, called for a protest rally at the 





#734, " re iid. 


oy ves AR. Simon, "he Road to Vichy ae era iene trans. 
dames A. Corbett and Georre re 3. e@tcrrow (New York Sheed 
and Ward, 1942), p. 142. 
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Wearncn, @p. C2b.5°ps 3°73. 
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14 
Place de la Republique for February 9. Disregarding a 
police prohibition, the Comaunist-led demonstration went 
enead with full anti-fascist fury and shouts against killers’ 
Daladier and ex-Intericr Minister Eugene Frot rang out alonge 
with Dissolve the fascist leagues!” and “Down with the 
reactionary and fascist National Unien of the Redicais and 
Secialists! it fs for the general strike on February 12, 
the French Communists decided to goin. +* On the day of the 
Strike, 100,000 Sceialists and Communists marched tcrether 
in Vincennes. Pespite ettemrts bv the leaders of the Com- 
munists as well as the Socialists, C.¢.T. and €.&G.7.U. (the 
Communist criented Conféderation Génerele du Travail Uni- 
taire) to segregate their respective forces, the working 
class perticirants were, in fact, forming their own spon- 
taneous United Front. The shovts this time were Unity of 


13 


&éction.- The Fopular Front of the Left was forming but. 


not on Communist initiative. Indeed, on April 13, Maurice 


Thorez ,7" Secretary of the Prench Communist Party, wrote in 


IIR REE BTS GND 





Uipsuvet, op. @it.a p. 136. 


1 ert onan reports en the basis of a confidential 
source that the Comintern representative in Paris, @ Pole 
known as Friede made the decision te participete without 
first consvlitineg Moscow. L'Humani té editor, André Marty, 
disarreed and refused to print the party's appeal for par- _ 
ticipation in that newspeper. ‘See Forkenau, cp. cit., gp. ilo. 

% 

3 Peuvet, Ge £14., & 137. 

lhevorer was torn on &pril 2&, 1900, in Poyelles- 
Godavlt, & smell villare in the Pas-de-Calais, near the 
English Channel. The sen and grandsen of coal miners, he 
went to work in the mines at the are of twelve. 46 & young 





LS 
* “ a¢ — | ® 
L'tiumanite that “all sossip ahout os marriare between Cemmun- 


ists and Secialists is fundenentally alien to the spirit of 
15 


Bolshevism. * 
Rut in Moscow, the situation was viewed in another 
lirht. Communists in Chine and in Germeny had learned by 
bleod and torture that the Risht ef the twentieth century 
wes not so eeey to overthrew ac the crumbling Taarist 
régine?® Mescow was preparing for a shift in policy made 


necessary br events in Cermany. 
ii. LUTVINCV AND BARTHOU 


On danvary 39, 1933, Hitler had tecome Chencellor cf 
Cermany. Put since Hitler was hostile te the West, he was 
considered to te of pessible usefulness to Moscow. Only a 
Germany friendly te the Yerseailles victors would be con- 
sidered « danger to the Soviet rerime. But during 19324, 
relations between the two states deteriorated. On January 
26, 1934, Polend signed a ron-areressicn pact with Germany. 


In Mescow, this was erroneously viewed as a Hitler-Pilsudski 





mE ee est 


mon, he joined the Socialist Party, later became one of the 
founding members of the French Communist Party in 1920. He 
became secretary of the Sccialiat Federation cf Pas-de-Calais 
in 1923, then @ member of the Political Bureau of the Party 
in 1927. In 1930, he became Secretary of the Party and was 
elected to the Chamber of Deputies two years later. ‘ee his 
obituary in the New York Times, duly 12, 1964, and Fauvet, 
cD. Ay. ,; ye Te et AES IM. 
£ 
1°; ‘Pumandte, April 13, 1634. 


ea ye ee 


6 ; 
- Gagnon, op. cit., Pp. 385. 
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16 
Pact arainst Russie.?’ Gredually, the new German rovernment 
of Adelf Hitler became more and more hostile teward the 
seviet Unicn. The tone of this hestility crew “steedily 
more strident, reaching in 1936 @ piteh of viturerativeness 
hitherto unknown in the intercourse of civilized uations .1F 


There was every indication that Hitler intended to create a 





powerful Cerman army while leading Nagis made references to 
the Ukraine as e field for future German expanaion.?? 

To cepe with this denger, Russia embarked on what 
Max Reloff calis a “threefold Task.°*" Under the direction 
of Foreign Minister Maxim Litvinoy, the Coviet Union sourht 
to: 


1. Prevent the new threat of Germany in the Yest from 
combining ita pressure with the old threat of 
Japan in the Fast by making econcessicns to Jaran 
and by promoting seme arrangement with the United 
Stetes, a Pacific Power. 


2. vert @ general capitalist ccaliticn arginst ~ 
Soviet Union by opposing with vehement — ii 
the etill unratified Four Power Feet and by farts 
vYating friendly relations with aes meny states as 
pessible. 


3. Avoid or at least delay the strusgle with Germany 
by reawakening the old German fear of a war on 
two fronts. 








Wine gh Seten-Watson 08 wet to Malenkoy: The . 
TOLL of World Comnuni sn (vew - Frederick A. Praeger, 
1 3), p. er, 


Lev ax B Beleff, the Foreisn Poli 


1929-1941 (London: oxFoxa” iniversity 
Yol, TP v. fs. 


hussia 
eG “1SL9 


Blo 


19, 7 
eorge F. Kennar, Soviet Fereisn Policy 19i7- yaaa 
(Princeton, N.d.: 08. Yan Postrand Company, ERGs > $666) 

DP. &3. : 


“eerosi, om. cie., Pel. 1, Bp. We). 
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Two simultaneous paths were chosen to deter Germany. 
First, the Seviet Union set out te revivify the existing 
international organs and tc turn them into weapons for the 
armed resistance against Cermany and her allies. Hence, the 
entry cf the Soviet Union into the League of Katient in 1934. 
The second path was to complete a Locarno system of guarantees 
by rarallel arranrements in the Fast ard in the West and to 
bridge the two systems of security by giving «a positive con- 
tent to the rapprochement with France. ** 

As defense considerations dominated Soviet policy in 
the yeers 1933-1936, the position cf the Soviet Union as the 
center of world revelution became less tenable by Mcscow. 
Communist parties in “peece-loving”’ states like France were 
therefore directed to ‘prevent the emargence of covernments 
ready to compromise with the averessor.”** This beceme 
rnovm: a8 the tactic of tha Fropuler Front. 

The first Soviet overtures for a closer Frenco-Coviet 
alignment were made in September 1933. But te Alexis Sainte 
Leger Leger, Seeretary-General cf the French Foreign Office 


at this time, the Soviet proposals seemed “cynical” and a 





a re 92. &#& France-foviet Pact of Non-Aggsres- 

Sion hed been signed on Nevrember 29, 132. The prime Soviet 
motive seems to have been the desire for increased trade, 
while that of France was growing suspicion of Germany. Pee 
Villian Tvans Seott, Allianee Acginst Hitler (Durham, °.C.: 
Duke University Press, “y902), Pr L=-5,. The text gives a 

ster by step study of the nerctiations for the Fray to-loviet 
Pact of Futual Ass istance, signed in 1935. 


e2poloff, op. Cite, Vol. I, ps 93. 
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1F 
“shield for Seviet imperialism in Asia. a) Nevertheless, 


he set to work to remeve the impossible’ conditiens cf the 


In the Doumerrue cabinet of 1934, Lovis Barthou had 
become the French Foreien Minister. Anti-Cemmunist and anti- 
soviet, aman of the Poincare echool of thought,” Barthow 
hec denounced the Franeo-Soviet Pact of 1932. But with the 
advent of the German-Polish NoneAggreseicn Pact of January, 
1934, the final rupture of the ‘Rapallo spirit’ between 
Germazy end the Soviet Union as evidenced by Germany's vitri- 
olic attitude, and finelly the French disarmament note of 
April 17, 1934, °° Berthou turned to examine the state of the 
French alliance system. In Mav, 1934, ®srthou met Litvinov 
in Geneva and the two pursued serious talks on en Fastern 
alliance system. It was asreed that Russia, Sermanyv, Peland, 
Czechoslovakia, the Baltic states and pessibly Finland and 
Rumania would be combined in a security pact to be guarenteed 
by a Franco-fSoviet Pact. Such was the coneept of an Eastern 
Locerno. 


In the seme month of May, 1434, Maurice Thores 











mx} f i. 
“-Yligabeth R. Cameron, “Alexis ‘aint-Leser Léger, 
The Diplomats 1919-1939, ed. Gordon A. Craig and Pelix CGil- 


bert (Cliew fork: Atheneum, 1963), Vol. II, p. 3&6. 


- rd 
tlie en’ Albrecht-Carrie, France, Durepa and the Tye 
World Wears ("Yew Yerk: Harper and Prothers, I-61), p. 256. 


re : 

as France would henceforth insure her security oy 

her own means.” By thie note, the French Gcvaerrment refused 
to sanction German rearmament. ‘See Albrecht-Carrie, op. cit., 
Pp. 257. 





1g 

returned from Foscow, reportedly with instructions for the 
French Corrsunist Party to cooperate with anti-fascist parties, 
particulariv the Seciesicte,*° For the cext month, the 
leadership of the party was reindoctrinated.<’ An appeal 
was made tc ail S.F.I.G. organizations and on June 23, an 
offer was made to the permanent nstionel board of the *©°.F.I.90. 
to conclude a pact acainst fascism. The Socialist newspaper 
Populaire offered a draft pact which the Communists quickly 
accepted. The Communists had to promise not to criticize or 
atteck the Secialists during their joint action. Thoresz 
agreed, saying, “We want action at any price. ae Cn duly 27, 
19324, the pact of unity, ineludins the non-acgression items 
demanded by the Scclalists, was simed. “he pregram of 
Joint action aimed at mobilising sl] the workers against the 
“fascist organisations ,”*"? which were to be disarmed ard 
Gisaclved. The pact was against preparations for war, against 
the decree-laws of the Doumergsue povernment, and arainst the 
“fascist terror in Germany and in Austria. ”°" 

Barthou's negotiations with the Soviet Government 


continued. It was made clear to the Russians thet on France's 





7; £ 


“ocaenen, CBe @it., The 3°68, 

¢”"? 

“'Borkenau, op. cit.,; p. 123. 

ra 

2 Cahiers du Bolshevisme, duiy 1, 1934. 


20 Pescist” erganigsations would include the militant 
rishtist orcanigations, such as the Crcix de Feu, etc. | 


39 ‘ | 
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20 
fart, anv pact intc which she micht enter must be reconcil-~ 
able with the Lecarno Treaty of 1925. This could be done 
only if France's partner were a member of the Leacue of 
Nations. The Soviet Government wes therefore invieee ty 
3cin the League of Kations en French initiative. On Septem- 
ber 1@, 1934, the Assembly of the League voted the admission 
to membership of the Soviet Unicen and that gevernment was 
also awarded a seat on the Council. Six dave earlier, on 
September 12, Germany rejected the Eastern Locarno proposal. 

Czeches’ovakia and Rumania favored the idea of an 
Eastern Locarno but Germany, in addition to Italy and Poland, 
oppesed it, Peland would not enter into any arreement in 
which Germany was not alse a party. Neither would she 
participate in any guarantees of the Lithuanian or Czecho- 
Slovakian frontiers. ~ This rejection by Foland wea tanta- 
mount to e moral collapse of the Franco-Polish Alliance which. 
in turn helped bring France and Russie together. ’- 

Gm Oetoher 9, 1934, King Alexander of Yugoslavie end 
French Foreign Minister Barthou were simultanecusly assas- 


sinated in Marseilies, Frence, ty a member cf a Croetian 


shone procedure of invitation te foin the League had 
been used previously in the case of Mexico and Turkey in the 
early 1930's. It aveided the necessity for ar applicatior 
by the sovernment concerned, which necessarily would lead to 
fermel serutiny of that government's qualification for 
League membership. ‘See Beloff, ep. cit., Vol. 1, p. 15%. 


**peloff, op. eit., Yol. 1, p. 14. 


13. : 
“/Zeett, em. Cits, Pe 12é. 
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terrorist society. Pierre Leval, who had been oprosed to 


the idea of an Fastern Pact, 4 was named te replace Barthcu. 
TII. LAVAL AND THE PACT 


Laval, who had already been Premier three times, was 
a longtime pacifist, dat‘nge back to the First World War. 
Upon hecemine Foreign Minister in the Dowmergue fovernment, 
he soucht to restore the Four Power Pect, to enter inte 
closer centactea with Ttaly and to establish reconciliation 
with Cermany.?- 


Early in 19235, Leval ‘ourneved te Rome where on 





34 tHid., Bi aris 


on critical tiorrapher peints out that Lavel was 
appointed Foreign Minister “thanks tc the pressure of big 
business whoce suppert was needed by the new Premier, 
Doumergue. Furthermore, the Germans aprroved eof the choice, 
hoping that Laval would edept a “more conciliatery policv’ 
toward them. See Nenry Torres, Pierre Laval, trans. Norbert 
CGuterman (New Yer: Oxferd University Press, 1941), pp. 196- 
191i. Gapgron, or. cit., p. 3°, claime that Level “believed 
himself capable ef playing any man te his own and France's 
aivantace under any circumstance,” vet hed ‘surrrisirs ig- 
norance of the world ovtside France and of the power of 
ideas.” Albrecht-Carrié@, op. cit., p. 266, agrees that he 
"was little responsive te ideeliam or ideclory: the nature 
of the rerimes that held sway in France's immedisie neighbors 
left him incifferent.” — os » mig ate Fri : 
found in Pierre Laval, The Diary of Pierre Lavyel, Preface by 
Josée Laval (Sew York: Ghartes Scribner's Sens, 1948). A 
more recent obJective study is Hubert Cele, Laval: A Bicr- 
rachy {New York: 6G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1963). / contemporary 
of Laval wrote that he had “personal force and caracity. 
"He believed that France must at all costs avoid war, and he 
hoped to secure this by arrangements with the dictators of 
Italy and Germany, arainst whose systems he entertained no 
prefudice. He distrusted Soviet Russia.” ‘See Winetor 
Churchill, The Gathering Storm (Vol. I of Tae Second Yorid 
Yar, 6 vols.; Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 19Lt-1952), 


Bp. i0?7. 
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January 7, 1935, the Rome Agreements were simed. ‘The 
povernments of France and Italy declared their continued 
devotion to Austrian independence and solved some petty 
quarrels resarding African colonies. The rromiss of France’s 
Gisinterest in Abyssinia would have enormous consequences 
leter in the year. 

The Bastern Locarne negotiations had been pushed se 
far by Partheu that Laval ceuld hardly drop them. Indeed, 
Sdouerd Kerrict, who wes Minister of "tate, would have fought 


36 


any attempt to do se. However, Laval was in ne hurry. 

Cn March 4, 1935, Lendon announced its justification 
of increased military experditwres on the ground of clandes- 
tine German rearmament. Ten dars later, the French Ghember 
voted for the extension cf the term of military service from 
one te two years, sco as to compensate for the ican World War 
birth rate. In the veting, the Communists and Socialists 
voted against the measure. Theregz reportedly asserted that 
the Communists “will not tolerate the working ciasses bein; 
draw into « sc-calied wur in defense of democracy arainst 
fascien.”°’ On the dav following, Germany announced her 
repudiation of the military clauses of the Versailles Treaty 
and declared the reintroduction of conscription. 

The German anncuncement was greeted by solemn rro- 


tests from Britein, Italy and, of course, Frence. But if 








seseott, on. cit., p. 20%. 


3?churehill, op. cit., p. 131. 
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23 
any raticn was expected to te alarmed end perhaps take 
decistve action, it was France. By 1935, however, France 
was “in tre precess cf evolving from the position of initi- 
ator, suide, director of Furcpean policy, to that of being 


n3E When the Chember 


the object cf pressures from cutside. 
of Deputies met on March 1° (their First meeting since the 
German announcement), there wes not even a debate on the 
issue.” The Flandin goverrment went no further than to 
bring the matter before the League of Nations. In fpril, 
the leaders of France, Britain and Italy met at Stresa to 
coordinate their condemnation of the German action. They 
sclemnliy pledred their loyalty to the Lceearno Treaties and 
the incepeandence of fustria. The Stresa Conference rave 
seme promise of a united Ttalian-British-French front, but 
Ttaly'es desimns upon Abyseinie were to shatter these hopes. 

One unexpected result of the German rearmament was 
that it ruined Lavali's attempts to “lose” the Franco-Tcviet 
Pact.“ With little hope cof eny reneral scheme for en 
Eastern Pact being adopted, the Soviet Union urred France t 
eonclude a bilateral arranrement. Herriot lent his suprert. 
In April, 1935, it wes announced that a mutual assistance 
pact between the Soviet Unier and France would be sirred 

2" Albrecht=Carrié, op. cit., p. 203. 

7 *? Journal Office, Debats Parlementaires, Chambre 

des Meputes, Session Ordinaire de 1925, 1° Mars, pp. 1093- 
i130. 

“Osectt, op. ekt., p. 227. 





Al, 
shortly. Negotistiong as te the precise form of the pact 
had berun at Geneva between Litvinov and Laval, then con. 
tinued in Paria under the watchful eve of Alexis Leger, It 
was Léger who wes meticulous in workine cut a formula that 
would be loose enough to satisfy the Britieh.*! The Pact 
was signed in Paris by foviet Ambassador Potemkin and Laval 


on Fay 2, 1925, 
Iv. THE PACT 


The Franco-Soviet Pact of 1935 ecorsisted of a Treaty 
of Futual Assistance and « Pretecol of Sigrature. The 
Treaty provided that in the event cf an aggression by @ 
European state on either the U.3.S.8. or France, the two 
countries undertoek to consult torether concerning the en- 
forcement of Article 10 of the Learue Covenant to ensure 
rapid action by the Council ef the Learue. If Article 16 
(sanctions) were brought into force aggsinct a furopean 
aggressor who was attacking either of the two powers, the 
other party would afford all aid and assistance in the appli- 
cation of that érticie. 

The eore cf the Paet and cf the legal controversy 
which grew up sround it later was Article 2, which provided 


that in the event ef an unprovoked attack bv a Duropean state 





Alesmeron, ise. cit. Pavl Xeynanc, the wartime 
Premier, quotes Soviet ambassador Potemkin as writing that 
the collaborators of Laval tried by every means to give th 
Pact a purely fermal character. Cee Pavl Feynaud, in Ebe 
Thick of the Fight, trans. dames 0. Lambert (New York: Limon 
and Schuster, 1955), p. 4. 





on either France or the U.5.¢.R., the ether party would 
immediately give el] aid and assistance. It seems that here 
the Russians were in favor of fixirg a definite time limit 
but the French resisted this. The Protecol of Sirnature 
gave this diluted interpretation of the drticle: 
It ia further agreed that the two contracting parties 
will take foint acticn to ensure that the Council 
issue their recommendations with ai] the speed re- 
quired by the circumstances of the case  underscorirs 
not in the criginal! and that, should the Council 
nevertheless, fer some reason, make no recommendation 
or fail to reach an unanimous decision, effect shall 
nevertheless be given to the obliration to render 
assisterce."— 
This left France in @ position to decide freely wha: she 
required of the Council in the way ef speed. 

Paragraph < of the Protoco] of Signature further 
safeguarded Prance’s obligations under Locarno by insisting 
that ean act of aggression by Germany which brought the Pact 
inte operation must be one recognized as such by the Locarno 
guarantors, that is, Great Britain and Italy. Litvinov had 
demended that the Locarno Pact not be mentioned by name in 
this Pact, but references to ‘cbiigations previously undcer- 
taken by France... in published treaties which were not 
to te invalidated by the Pact obvicusly meant Locarno. 

Tne other paragraphs cf the Protecol] of Signature 


referred to the genssis of the Pact as part of a wider 





AZo original French text of the Paet ig published 
im Seott, op. Git., pp. 272-275, citing Royal Institute of 
International Affairs, Doeuments of ‘International Affairs, 
ee! pp. 116-119. Selected English translaticns appear in 
leff, cp. cit., Vol. I, pr. 18-154, and in “Scott, op. cit., 
PP. Fu leZhl 
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security system for —S= Furope, which was still the 
stated ultimate objective. It made clear that as &@ conse- 
quence of this ultimate objective, the Franco-Soviet Pact 
would apply only in the case of argression by the third 
partner propesed by the Pact, namelv, Germany. In case of 
argression upon France or the Soviet Unicr by another power 
or powers, the provisions cf the Non-éegressicn Pact of 
Movember, 16°2, wovld come into feree: that is to say, no 
assistance would be given ty either party to the aggressor. 

The Pact was to come into ferce after ratification 
and to have a duration cf five years. If not renounced then, 
it would remain in force indefinitely until renounce?. 

The intent of the Pact was clear and its German 
focus unmistarahle. The Pact was exclusively Puropeen as 
Far Fastern matters remained outside ita purview. But as 
George Kennan wrote, the languarce of the arreemernt was 
“watered down to the point of meaninglessness.”? 

Two weeks after the siping of the Pranceo-Coviet 
Pact, a Scviet-Cazech Pact of Mutual Assistance was signed, 
on May 16, 1935, in Prarue by the Czech President Benes and 
the Soviet Minister to Czechoslovakia. The provisicns of 
this pact were identical with those of the Franco-ccoviet 
Pact, tut its Preteoce! of Signature stipulated that the 


rrevisions of mutual assistance should ceme into force only 


eS i 
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tearre F, Kennan, Russia and the Zest Under Lenin 
and Stalin (New York: New American Library of Vorid Lite: 


ature , Mee 5 1962}, DD. 2e6, 


rf 












>_> a Te 
— - -— ——- ae | ote. eal) @eep 
SE == = as + he c= 





———— ———a — a a oe 
> oe 6 Erte TT” SS 6 es 
_—] eS) ——' bee? eee ee ©) 

Ler oO ee @ (rene 
epee =S aw 694 = == & , 
—_—_— = yy 
— 8 & eet © o- oF 
Se © —— I mea: eens 

—— «9 a pal) on Games “ 
tania he : 

— oe | Ll Ca | 

28 ee ee ee: oe a 

ry & © eee ee oe ot 
a ne ae ba) 

ee ee 2 

PS el ee 6 oe ee 6S 
——-—- =ae—e «© <— wwe 

Se ee oe a 

ea ll le age Ge ee wall 

°° ee se 6 eee ee oe lh 
- ee —_— ee 2 a a im 





\ 














27 
if Pramce save assistance to the country attacked. The Fact 
was therefore dependent on the still vunratified- Pranco- 
Soviet Pact or upon the Franco-Crech. Treaty of Ceteber lf, 
y925,%4 Ristorian George Yernadsky assimee "hat by this 
proviso, France hoped to obtain some insurance against rash 


| . . 
or arseressive moves by the Soviet Union. *? 
¥Y. THE PACT AND THE COMMUNISTS 


After the signing of the Pact, Laval visited Moscow 
from May 33-15, 1925. ft the conclusion of the visit a 
communique was released in which both governments exrressed 
their desire fer centinued friendship, then went on to say: 
It. is precisely for the sake of maintaining peace 
that these States are oblired, above all, not to 
weaken in any way their means of national defense. 
fn this peint, in particular, Comrade Stalin ex- 
pressed complete understanding and arrreval of the 
natieonal defense policy pursved by France with the 
object of maintaining its armed forees at Relevel 
consistent with its security requirements .*” 
tm the dav followins the publication of the commmi- 
que, @ member of the Political Burean of the Prench Commun- 
ist Perty in Paris explained the new policy of the Party. 
The peace policy of Stalin, he axplained, was not eniy in 


conformity with the historic instructions of Lenin, tut it 





baneioff, oP. 16; , Yel. Tf, Pe 15h. 
f 


§ | 
Ceorce Vernadshy, A History of Ruasia (5th ed.; 


New Haven: Yale University Press, 196i), p. 373. 
'Stane Derras (ed.), Seviet Documents on Foreign 


Policy (Oxford University Presa, 1955), p. 132. 











2& 
also ccrresponded with the interests of the rroletariat. 
Purthermore, in view of the internationel sitvetion, espe- 
cisily the Cerman danrer, ‘there is for the momert a coinci- 
dence between the interests of houreeocise France and the 
Seviet Uniern arainst Hitler and his National-locialisa, the 


&> d,"? 


princiral irstisators of war in Furcpe. Renceforth, the 


Communists hecane “more retriotic than the old-fashiored 
patriots, to the surprise and terror of the iatter, "4 
The dietum from Stelin waz the simnal for the French 
Communist Party to cease its oprositicn ta the twe veer 
eoneserintion Lill, to drer the old slerane of "4 ban la 


Cuerre!” It also meant that the Party should no lonrer 


ie 


etand in the way of voting credite for inecreasine armaments. 
But maverick Andre Marty etill hed fears abeut the pretence 
of atroens armies in capitalist countries where they could be 
used against “the workers,” that is, the Communist Party. 
The Party, however, complied and set about te cenvince the 


entire French Left of the soundness of lis new pelicy. 








wry 
1s eurtoe Therez, The Successes of the a thn ee 
United Front (Reperts of the Seventh Congress of the Commun- 


st international: London: Fodern Books, itd., .1938]), p. 34. 


onarles A. Miecaud, The Fremch Right and fazi Ser- 
many 1923-1939 (New York: Octaron Bocks, Ine., 1964), p. Ay. 
This work, criginally published by Uwke University in 1943, 
{8 a scholarly study of hew end why the French Right aban- 
doned hope in lihera’iam and looked to an autecratic reine 
to protect its ceclal and econemic pesition. in many re- 
spects, it is the orposite side cof the ecin tc this study. 





“snare Marty, For Peace! For the sefense of the 
Soviet Union (Rerorts of the Eeventh Congress of the Commun- 
ist International; Lerdon: Kedern Beoks, Ltd., 119355), 


Pp. iL7. 








It should be emphasized at this peint that the 
Pranco-Uoviet Pact was the work cf men like Lovie Barthou, a 
contervative who cared nething fer pleasing the Communists in 
France. He lcohed simply at the seevrity aspects of the Pact, 
security for France arsinst Germany. Laval wae equally un- 
impressed by the Communiste. There is evidence to indicate 
that he did not wart the Paet, that Ne sought to dilute and 
lese it, that he preferred reconciliation with Witler and 
Mussolini to that with the Bolsheviks. Reportedly, he went 
to Moscow either at the insistence of the Prench military?” 
or because he wanted te “spire the puns of the Communiste 
whe had been orposing the extension of military service, and 
perhaps drive a small wedee between them and the Socialists, 
who still stecd for disarmament.°+ In any avent the Com- 
mmisets supported Laval in the municipal elections of May 


ra 
12, 1935, ard helped re-elect him mayor of <Auvergne.”*~ On 








ad 


mo _ 

y, Walter Crotch, “France Outhluffed,” Current 
Histery, Y1I¥ (Ceteber 1936), p. 66. 

£ 

7*Cole, op. cit., p. 6h. This Notion of “spiking the 
Communists’ ¢s a motivating facter fer the Moscow trip is re-~ 


inforced by the report ef U.S. émbassador Enliit which indi- 
cated that Laval had told Stalin that French pubiie opirion 
would not understerd if Commmists did not cease oppesition 
te the army budget and the two vear service law. See United 
States Department of State, Foreign Relations of the United 
States (Washineton: Government Printing Cffiece, 1953), “al. 
T, p. 27f. f#lse on Leval's mind durine the Moscow trip was 
the prospect cf prevailing vren Stalin to loosen up on the 
Catholics in fvuseia se ae to endear Laval te the Pepe (and 
the French Catholics). The cften quoted question of ‘talin, 
“Hew many divisicns does the Pope have? reportedly was nade 
during these Stalin-Laval talks. ‘ee Churchill, or. cit., 
ps 135. 


Jena extreme Left, especilalivy the Commmists, sccred 
Sienificantly well in the local elections cf 193%. In the 
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30 
dune 7, Laval became Premier while retaining the post cf 
Fereien Minister for himself. 

Feeording te the previsicns of the Constitution of 

the Third Reputiiec, treaties which did not pertain to peace, 
commerce, finance, or property rights of Frenchmen abroad 
could be ratified by the Presicent without recourse to the 
Parliament. ? The Frarco-Soviet Pact, therefore, could te 
ratified by decree. Sut for reasons known best to Pierre 
Leval, but most prebablvy in an attemp: to let the treaty die 
before ratification, he chose to submit the treaty to ths 
Parliament fer ratification. Between summer ad‘ournment and 
pearitamentary deleyvs, itt was nearly e year befere the Pact 
came before the Chambers for debete. Likewise, Laval made 
ne attempt te implement the Pact with a military convention. 
His official reasen for this was that he hoped the world 
would view the afreement ee a pact for peace rather than an 
Alliance for war.** But the plans of Pierre Laval and the 
peace af the world were shattered by Italy's desirns con 
Ethicpia. But, firet, a lock at the Comintern in the summer 

£1935. 


MI Rath 





same vear, a Communist, Marcel Cachin, was elected to the 
French Senate. 


23Flisgabeth R. Cameron, Prod - fe preasement 
ee American Council on Public frfatre, 16h), 
p. Lf2 


“Report ty Ambassador Bollit, in United tates 
Nepartment of State, op. cit., p. 279. 
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VI. THE °RVENTH CONGRESS OF THR COMIWTIPN 


The Seventh Congress of the Communist Interrational 
met in Kescow from July 25 to August 20, 1935. Ite main 
significance was to give official sanction te the idea of 
the Portiler Trent tactic. 

The signs of the Kremlin's new change of policy were 
evident in bcscew during the two months before the Comintern 
Congress met. Fdgar Furniss reported that the lay Dav cele- 
brations of 1935 shewed no signa cf emphasis on world revolu- 
tien and international unity of the militant proletariat as 
hed been tre case in urevicous celebrations. He went em te 
draw the corclugion thet the Coviet state no loncer figures 
as the leader of a world-wide class movement.” Even the 
annual message of the Executive Comaittee of the Comintern 
was 4 rather milc apreel to wage-carners everywhere to 
Strugeie for bread-and-butter advantazes such as higher wares 
and shorter hours. "°° The Teviet Government and the Conmin- 
ist International were indeed changing tactics. Fear of a 
reviving Germeny was the prime motivatine force. 

“talin's fear of the new Serwan menace (now that 
Germany had publicly announced rearmament) was most evident 
throughout the Congress, but especially in a speech delivered 
by Farcel Cachin, the first Frerch Comamnist Senator. The 


@delerates heard him warn, “Comrades, the Soviet Union was 


OR POR ta GRO I a gE ep 


g, t » . & 
“/Pdger ©. Purnise, “Patriotism Comes tc the Soviets, 
Gurrent History, TUTI (duly 193°), pp. 43£—42°9. 





32 
never more threatened than today ty decadent imperialicam. 
Te stem the tide of the Nasi and Fescisat menace the Seviet 
Union “cffers its pacts of non-asgression, peace suarantees 


and mutual assistance to all nations, ro matter which thev 
MK 


are, in turn, the other French Communist leaders spoke 
of the dancers presert for the Seviet Union, of their support 
for secirityv pects such as the recently signed framec-Soviet 
Pact, end of their enthusiasm for the technique of the Pepu- 
lar Front. George Dimitrov, the General Secretery of the 
Cengreas end the man who had heen acting as leader of the 
Comintern for months, omerred as the leading character of 
the Qongress. He toc werned of the danzers toe the soviet 
Uniden, but pointed with pride to the Frerch Communiet Party 
as an example for Communist parties in ell ether countries 
to follow, °° Perhaps @8 @ reward to the Frepch Party, Andre 
Marty’ wea alecte? tu the Executive Ceamittee of the Inter- 
national, the first time ea Frenchman wae s-. nerored, >! 

The Comgress eclesed in Ausust, 1935, with the 
directive for all Communist parties “to help with ali their 


might and by ell means to strenrthen the UCTR and te fisnat 





oe 


vercel Cachin, The Fight for the Yeeple's Frent in 
Frances (Reperts of the Seventh Cengress of the Communist 
internaticnal; Lenden: Wedern Books, Ltd., °1935]), pp. 13- 
id. 





o7y Rossi, A Communist Party in Action, trens. and 
ed. Willmore Ferdall (New Haven: Yale University Press, 
1949), ps 212. This work has a particularly food and detailed. 
account of the French Communist Party in the years 1939-1945. 


se peuvet, op. cits, p. 176. 
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against the enemies cf the USSR.“ During the next few vears 
the efforte by the Comaunist parties in this direction were 
evident particularly in France, but also in Great Britain 


and even in the United States. >” 
VII. APYSSINTA, THE RHINELAND AKD RATIFICATION 


The incident at a1 Wal hed occurred in December, 
1934, but it was net until Ceteber 3, 1935, that Ttalian 
troops began the conquest of Abyssinia. We have aiready 
geen that while in Rome in January, 1935, Pierre Laval cave 
Muesclini at least the impression that France was disinter- 
ested in &ébyasinie. Perhaps with this in mind, Mussolini 
launched his camraizn of conquest in the lends of Haile 
Seleesie. 

The French Geverrment, desiring to retain Itsly as 
en ally sgainst Germany, held beck on taking action. Burt 
Great Britain had decided not te tolerate this fracture of 
the peace by Mussolini, especially when the Cudan and the 
Suez Canal seamed threatened. Eritain therefore introduced 
resolutions in the Learve Council, where on Cetober 7, 1935, 
Italy was declared guilty ef argression. then the League 
erdered eccnomic sanctions against Italy, France, under 
Level, had nce choice but to fellow the lead of Pritain. At 


least in this instance, the French Communist Party had its 


oneward Hallett Carr, German-Soviet Relations 
Betweer the Two World Wars pda het (Baltimore: The Johns 
Hopkins Press, 1951), p. 1177, 
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34 
way. A masjcritv of the French Right, on the other hand, 
disapproved. Then the questicn cf oil sancticns came up, 
Laval chjected, convinced that it would lead to open war 
with Italy.) In the end, cil sanctions were never applied, 
and to the charrin of the French Communist Party, Mussaclini 
was successful in subduing fbyssinia during the followine 
May of 1936. 

The Hoare-Laval Plan of December 1935 was despised 
by the French Left, including the Communists. The Right 
renerally approved, © Rut it was British publie outrare 
that brought about a ccllarse cf the plan and the resignation 
of Sir Samuel Noare. Laval managed to endure the initial 
reaction but his government fell in January, 1936. As for 
the effect of the Abyssinian Var on the French, the diplomatic 
historian Albrecht~Carrié sums it up this way: 

Within Prance, the effect cf the Abyssinian imdroglio 
was to make confusion worse confounded and to raise 
Yo furtir belgete Ce oouenving disiategretion. © 
aii > , A DO hei Ue, 222 » 
The French Communist Party saw the relationship between 
sppeasement tc Mussolini and appeasemert to Hitler, Cammune- 
det Deputy Cabriel Peri put it this way: “In Franee those 


who want to give liberty of action te Italian Fascism are 


“Osicaud, op. Site, @. $5. 
Ol; aval, ep. cit., Pp. id. 
2665 cand, CY eit., PP. er 


3, yprecht-Carrié, op. cit., p. 20h. 
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55 
the very ones who admit thet we must give a free hand to 
Hitleriom. °o4 

4nti-Communist forces in France had maneuvered them- 
selves into a pocition in which they were rot only pro- 
Fascist as an alternative to Communist, but were pro-Cermean 
as well. 

Pollowinge the fall of Laval's rovernment, the 
moderate Leftist cabinet of Albert Sarraut came tc power 
on January 24, 1936. Besices the deer embarrassment over 
Ahovesinia, Premier sarraut and his Foreisn Minister, Pierre- 
Etienne Flardin, faced the problem of ratifvine the France- 
Soviet Fact of Putual Assistence. 

Germany wes strictly opresed te the Pact. As e@ariy 
ae Fay 25, 1935, a memorandum to France had called the Faet 
incompetible with the Lecarne Treaties on the grounds that 
Franee claimed for herself the right to decide unilaterally 
and at her own discretion who wes the orrresscr in the event 
ef a German-Soviet cenflict, and in virtue of that decisicn, 
to take military action agzeinst Germany. °° 

Debate in the French Chamber head already been con- 
siderably delayed, as has been mentioned. In early 1936 it 
was egain delayed by the vicicus assault on Leon Blum by 
members of a fascist organizaticn cn Pebruery 13. Finally, 


on February 1&, 1936, Foreign Minister Flandin defended the 





Shes ted in Micaud, ep. cit., pp. 64-65. 
SSueiott, op. Gite, ps 188. 
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Pact jnder the principle ef collective security. To satisfy 
Germany's objections cn the legality of the Pact, the Gevern- 
ment offered to submit the Pact before the Permanent Court 
of International Justice. °° Radicel leader Edouard Herriot 
stressed the military cains the Pact would bring. ©?” On the 
other hand, cppenents of the Pact pointed to the subsidies 
provided by the Third International to the French Communist 
Party and warned against any cleser alliance with the 
Bolsheviks. °& 

In May, 1935, when the Pranec-Seviet Pact was signed, 
the idea of a Russian connecticn had considerable support in 
France. But by late winter of 1935-1936, opinicn in the 
Chambers and among the public had changed. Micaud points 
out that the moderate Right did net cbject te the pect until 
the fall of Laval's rovernmment. By early 1936, with the 
rresence of the moderate Leftist cabinet of Carraut in power 
and the prospects of a future Popular Front government in 
the cffing, the mederate Rigsht feared that the Pact would 
become a full-fledged military alliance in the hands of a 
Popular Frent frovernment. They were “obvicusly and uncem- 


fortably squeezed batweer their desire to maintain the 





OOrb id. , p. 160. 


Owen asked about the Tsarist debts to France and 
the unsettled problem of French property nationalized by the 
Bolsheviks, Herriot asked why France had not heneored her war 
debts to the United States. See Framcis Brewn, A Drama of 
French Politics,” Current History, XLTV (April 1936), p. f6. 
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security cf France and the dread of serving the interests of 
the Third International."°? Propaganda by the Italians, 
Germans end the militant French Fight had convinced meny 
Frenchmen that ratification ef the Pact would increase the 
positicn cf the Soviet Union ’Y and enhance the position of 
the French Communist Party. 

Germany renewed her attacks on the Pact in January 
1936 and it was hinted that if the Pect was ratified by the 
French despite German claims of its violaticn of Locarno, 
Germany would press for revising the status of ths Rhineland, 
demiliterized under the same Lecarno Treaty.’! ‘The arrival 
of the Soviet army's Inspector-General in Paris during the 
second week of February, 1935, gave the Germans fresh cause 
for alarm ard for increasing attacks on the Pact by the 
German press. 

In debates in both the French Senate and Chamber, 
the most sclid support for the Pact came from the Radicals 
and Communists, while the Socialists reluctantly cave their 
support because of the Popular Front alliance. But the 
French Right, ‘traditionally anti-German, showed a surprising 


Lf = a7f bm} ~*~ * 
tenderness for Reich sensibilities.’ On Pebruary 27, 1936, 


O53 caud, cL. Cis , 3 ors &9n, LO?» 

7Opaul Reyrnand states that the “principal incentive 
behind the cppositiecn te the alliance was that “ussia was 
Communist.” See Peynaud, op. cit., p. 4%. 

77 

‘lpeloff, loe. cit. 


‘“Brown, op. cit., p. 5. 
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38 
the Chamber cf Deputies finelly ratified the Pact by the 
vote of 353 to 164.’2 But before the Senate completed 
ection, Fitler moved again. 

it should be noted that the Sarraut frovernment was 
virtually a care-taker government. Parliamentary elections 
were scheduled for April and May, 1936, end prospects for a 
new government were almost certain. The Sarravt government 
wae still completely absorbed in foreirn affairs with the 
Abyssinian imbroplio. At home, economic and financial preb- 
lems clouded the political atmosphere. It was in this state 
of affairs that Nitler choge te explode his next interna- 
tional bemnshell. On March 7, 1936, German troops entered 
the Rhineland. Xot only was the Treaty of Versailles dis- 
regarded but the “voluntary” Treaty of Locarno was violated. 

In Paris, the cabinet met te consider the breach. 
The Soviet Ambassadcr to Prance had offered Soviet support 
te Flandin.’“ Reportedly, Foreign Minister Flandin and 
three cther members of the cabinet were in favor of military 
action while cthers, including Peul-Boncour, were oppesed,. 
Gnlv George Fandel wanted reneral mobilisation. ’° Many in 


76 


the military pleaded for calm, patience, delay. At any 


?Reloff, loc. cit. 

Thpeloff, op. cit., Yol. IT, p. 50. 
POmerras, op. Cite, pe. 229. 
?Cchurchill, op. cit., p. 194. 
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39 
rate, no military plen was reactv for such a contingency. ’/ 
Speeches by Premier Sarraut on March § and 10 clearly indi- 
cated to Hitler that his gamble had succeeded. It was Great 
Britain which cautioned France against dcing anything “Lrrep- 
erable.” “British opinion, with surprising unanimity, was 
ready to accept this German acticn as basically and morally 
sound.” 7° The heart of the matter was that France was weai 
internally and the domestic state of France was paramount. 
The fovernnent considered that it could net afford the 
mobilisation rsvehclorically (dreaded memories cf what 
mobilization did in 1914) and financially (the value of the 
franc was already precaricus). Germany sought ta ease the 
tenseness cf the situation by declaring that she had ne more 
territorial ambitions in the West and offered the French a 
treaty. In the end France did nothing but protest and rein- 
foree the garrisons of the Maginot Line with "ese few celorial 
reriments.”/? 

It was only efter the remilitarigzation of the Ehine- 
land by Hitler that the French Senate, by the vote of 231 to 
B2, ratified the France-Soviet Pact on March 12, 1936. Not 


unexpectedly, the Certral Committee of the Soviet Union duly 


7 sathony Eden, Facing the the potators (Boston: 
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1952), p 2 = 


7€ si brecht-Carrié, op. cit., p- 297. 
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"9 ondre Simen, d'Aceuse! The Yho 
France (New Yor): Niel Press, ams LG), — “8 
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ratified the Pact con March 26,0 

The rejection of the Franeo-Soviet Pact ty so many 
of the French Tight is significant in that it revealed a 
brear in the traditional policy of these Prench nationalists. 
This rejection, says Micaud, "may be interpreted as the 
prelude to the appeasement of Germany at the expense cf 
Eastern Europe, "2 The security of France had been, until 
1935, almost the sole aim of French nationalism. Germany 
had been the perennial enemy of France, particularly hated 
because of the Cerman invasions in the wars of 1270 and 1914. 
Tre post World War I pelicies of France scught tc maintain 
military supericrity over Germany and to maintain a system 
of alliances in Fastern and Yeatern Furope to keep Germany 
in check. The failure of France to prevent the rearmament 
of Germany in 1935, the failure of Frence to prevent the 
remilitarisation cf the Fhineland in 1936, and the failure 
of the French Nationalists or Right te suppert the ratifica- 
tien of the Fact with the Sevicet Unien were major turnings 
peints in the traditional policy of France. France was no 
longer the foremost rower on the Continent of Europe. 

The presence of the Prench Communist Party was cer- 
tainly a factor in the change of cutlock by the French Right. 
The threat of war in Eastern Surope seemed high to a portion 


of the Right and neither Poland nor Russia merited the risk 


“Opeloff, op. cit., Yol. I, p. 160; Yol. IT, p. 53. 
“lv icaud, Op. cit., p. 7. 
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of French involvement in that war. The Soviet bid for 
collective security or bilateral pacts was viewed as a new 
Russien tactic to dominate the future ecvernments cf France. 
This fear was accentuated hy: 

1. The formation cf the Popular Front. 


2. The electoral successes of the Left, eapecially 
the Conmmmunists, in the local elections cof 1935. 


3. The abrupt reversal of the forelen and domestic 69 
pelicies of the Communist Party since 1934-1925.° 


this fear, then, was the influence of the French 
Communist Party. It caused the Richt te steer clear cf 
association with “cscow at almost any price. Had the French 
Communist Party been as insignificant as it was in 1932, 
chances are that the French Right would not have cppesed the 
Pact with FPoscew, certainly not as fiercely es it did. The 
Pact was indeed ratified but subsequent events, namely, the 
Popular Front victory in the epring of 1936 and the Spanish 
Civili War of that summer, caused the Prench Rirht to ree 
Goutle its fear of communieam. This fear centributed heavily 
in preventing the Pact from attaining any military or peli- 
tical sisnificance. Such a Franco-Seviet arrangement micht 


have deterred Hitler from emberkince on his plans of expansion. 





varhaa, , PP s C3mAh. 





CHAPTER IIT 
THE POPULAP FRONT 


Por nearly two years, Frarce subjected herself to 
the government of man whe had joined tegether in a Popular 
Front against the rising tide of fascism in Turope. fAithcourh 
conceived in good faith, this Pepular Frent wes umabie to 
resolve the unrest at home cr to arrest the downward trend 


of the pesition of France in world affairs. 
I. THE PLECTIONT OF 1936 


It 5as been mentioned that a Pact of United Action 
was signed by the Sccialists and Communists on duly 27, 1934. 
Ae early ag October 10, 1934, Thoree prepesed in the name cf 
the Central Committee of the Party that the Communist- 
Seciegliet alliance be expended to the right so as to inelude 


the middle classes. His yreposal was to create “un vaste 


ressemblement populaire pour le pain, pour Ja liverte et 
pour le paix.”* Later that same month, Tnorez publicly 
invited the Radicals to join a common prosram but they were 
reluctant to do so. But informal cooperaticn in the munici- 


pal elections in Paria between the Communists, Socialists 





i 
Jacques Fauvet, Histoire du Parti Commmiste Fran- 
is ("vrevx: Lib: rairie Brtheme Favard, 1961), Vol. I, 
155. 
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and Radicals proved highly successful in May, 1935. Cn 
dune 28, 1935, Communist Thoerez, Sccielist Plum and Radical 
Daladier apcke from the same platform at a meeting celebrat- 
ing the May electoral successes. During the Bastille Day 
celebrations of July 14 that suomer, the three parties and 
forty-five* other organizations took part in a joint demon- 
stration which peacefully rivalled a similar demonstration 
by the Rightist learues. Ten thousand representatives sang 
the Marseiliaise and the Internationale as the French Trieccicr 
and the Red flar of the Cemnmunists flew side by side.- As 
the year vent on, the increase in the activities cof the 
Fascist ileasues during the latter half of Laval's Premiership 
tended to bring the parties closer torether. Cn dJanvary li, 
1936, the Rassemblement Populaire, formally organized with 
the sddition cf the Radical-Scciaslists cof Daladier and 
Herrict, the smaller Secialiset-Fepublican Party, the two 
Majcr trade union organisations and se few emsller grours, 
armounced its formaticn and made known its preeram. This 
action was followed in March by the merging of the C.C.7.U. 
with the C.G.7. which unified the two labor crrarizaticns. 

fhe economic depression cf the 1930's came somewhat 
later tc France than to mort cther Evrepesn countries. 48 a 


result, France hed enacted less social legislation for the 


gt 





“euriee Thorer, France Today and the People's Front, 
trans. Pmile Purns (London: Victor Gallance, [td., 1936), 


p. lee. 
> Fanvet, on. eit., pp. 165-167. 
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Ld 
workers’ protection then other industrialized nations. ‘hen 
the impact of the depression finally struck France in the 
mid-1930's, the atmosphere was ripe for bitter class feeling 
and e polarization cf the electorate. Fascist organizations 
appealed to the discontent cf all clesses, especially the 
lewer niddle class, and won considerable suppert. On the 
other side of the spectrum, the Popular Front parties, 
especially the Communists and the Socialists, reminded the 
workers that for years they had suffered from unemrloyment, 
low weres anc a steady drop in the standard of living. The 
solution, they advised, was in electing a Pepular Front 
Chamber cf Deputies in 1936 which would enact the necessarv 
social lerislation, such as the forty heur week, end imple- 
ment 2 foreign policy for the “Defense of Peace. This 
latter program called for international collatoraticen in the 
Leacue of Natiens, the use of sanctions, nationalization of 
war industries and the extension cf a system of pacts, open 
te all nations, on the lines ef the Franco-Soviet Pact.” 

Fnithuslasm for the coming elections was hirh. 
Rerorter Alexender Werth noted that in the days before the 
elections he would journey to cutlying villages and there 
find ~a Communist meeting, a Socialist meeting and eae Croix 
a? 


Ge Feu meetin-. The Communists, in their new-found 








Sceotfrey Fraser and Thadée Natonson, Leon Blws, Man 
gnd Statesmar (New York: d. B. Lippencott Company, 1938), 
Pe 587. 


?\lexender Werth, "Prench Fascism,” Foreign Affairs 
XV (Getober 1936), p. 142. 
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‘5 
patriotism, exerted the people tc fcllow the Communist 
Party, the successcr to the spirit of Joan cf tre and the 
French Revolution. © They sought support from a)l classes, 
all creeds. ‘Said Maurice Thorez in a radio speech on April 
17: 
We, whe are laymen, extend cur hand to you, the 
Cathelic, the laborer, the employer, the craftemsen, 
the peasant because you are cur brother and because 
you are, like us, weighed dcwn by the same anxiety.’ 
The French went to the rolls on April 26 and May 3, 
1936, to elect their new parliemert. Under the Popular Front 
asreement, each party was for its own cendidates in the first 
reund of elections. In the second round cf balloting in Mav, 
each Popular Frent party premised to surport the candidate 
with the best showing amone them in the first round, but whe 
had failed te gain the required majority of all votes cast. 
In the seccnd round, a plurality was sufficient. 


in the April electicns, the Communist Party rolled 


wR 


1,487,336 votes, or 12.6% of the votes cast." They had won 


eal 


é 
“Alexander Verth, The Teiligcht of France, ed. with 
an Introduction by D. W. Brogan; New York: Harper and 3re- 
thers, 19142), p. 72. 


?cited in Fauvet, cp. cit., p. 1l®l. 


’Fauvet, op. cit., p. if1. The size of the vote re 
ceived by the Communist Party should not be taken es 6&n 
indication of Cemmunist Party membership, which was far 
lewer. Communist Party membershin during the thirties is 
estimated as follows: 1932: 25,000; 1934: 5u,0uG; 1934: 
73,000; 1936: 329,000; and 193: 350, 000. These Pipures were 

iven by André ‘Ferrat, a former Communist. Cited in Mario 
Finaudi, Jean—arie Domenech and Aldo Garosci, Communism in 
yggtern Euro Le (Ithaca, MN. Y.: Cornell University Press, 


1951), p. 





iO 
sixty-three seats in the Chamber of Deputies. In the second 
round of balleting in May, they won ancther nine seats, for 
@ total of seventy-two geats in the Chamber. ‘The Socialists 
(S.P.1.0.) won the meat seata with 149, while the Pedicais 
were second with 111 seats. Together, the Front Populaire 
controlled 3&0 seats.’ The Communists proved to be the 
strongest party in Paris and its industrial belt. In some 


rural areas, the vote ran as high as 20% for the Communists. 22 


Gn 





are ery 


the final compesition of the Chamber of Deputies as 
@ result of the elections of fpril-av 1936 was as follows: 


Indérpendants urépublicains ive 6 & ow « 6 OP 
Fédération républieaine ... ome eo Fae 
Indépendsnts d'action populaire _— oe eae oe 
Républicains indépendants et arraires 
| nn nn a re | 
he @reitte. 6 wae Stew ws ow ee lt 
Réepuklicairs de geuche at radicaux 


indépendants a + * r) e a * e * e e ® © e 2 Li 
Demccrat.s poyuleires .. o as 
Gauche démocratique et radicexx indépendents »_ 38 
le Certre .:. i 7%. tat © 4 f Oe 

Front National iw. eae ey FY OO « ORES 
Gauche independante .... TTT Tk | 
Radiceux et radicaux-gccialistes o~ Fe @ 412 
Union evcial ate et. republicaine . . .« 2 « 0 6 ay 
Socialistes SF #oi 6 Lee. 2 s s e e ® = e ¢ * & e cd 149 
Comuunistes a ° a @ e e ° o fé 

Rassenblenent Populeire ies . we wey 

GOOG ew 6H & io wh wee 6 2 eS Sed 

bie 


See wicaud, op. cit., p. 237, and Edgar Pacrard Dean, “The 
New French Chamber,” Foreign Affairs, ¥IY (July 1536), p. Foe. 
LU ax Beleff, The Foreign Policy of Scviet Pussis 
= g2~ Load (London: Oxford Univers ty Press, 1947-1919) , 
ol. Ji, p. 23; and Feuvet, on. cit. , Carte IT, for a map 
shewing the geographical distribution ef the vote. 
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The electoral success of the Popular Front was, to 
a large derree, a protest vote against the foreirn policies 
ef the Sarraut government, especially in regard to the 
Ethiopian effair and against the domestic problems of defla- 
tion and uremployvment. It was also the result of the Left 
rallying torethner to save France from what they feered was 
@ grave canger from the French Paseciet Right. The Rirht, 
on the other hand, viewed the Popular Frent victery as a 
threat of a Communist take-over in France. The French body 
politic was now thorcughly divided. Fach group fed its 
fears on the assumed intentions cf the opponent. 

Speaking to the press on May 6, 1936, Naurice Theres 
announced thet the Communist Party would call for a “scak 
the rich” policy as well as an extraordinary and progressive 
tax (three to twenty per cent) on lerge fortunes. *+ On the 
international scene, he demanded the applicaticn of a firm 
policy of peace and the organization of collective security 
under the League alone the lines of the FraneceCoviet Pact. 
He called for repair of the damage caused by Laval in his 
Rome accords, aid to Czechoslovakia, rapprochement between 
Poland and other ‘pacific’ states and a gusrantee of the 
independence of Poland as the “gauge” cf the peace of 


Burope.? 


Lews item in the New York Times, May 7, 1936. 


LAs surice Thorez, “la Position du Parti Communiste 
Apres la victoire du Front Popularie,” Cahiers du Bolche- 
visme, Kay 15, 1936. 





LE 
The Pepular Prent had won, The Communist Party had 
made an excelient showing. But if promise rode high, prob- 


lems and suspicions rede higher, 
II. BLUM AND THF STPIKSGS 


Leon Blum, *? the Socialist leader, had the tas’ of 
forming a gevernment. With its seventy-two Deputies, the 
Comaunist Farty waa expected to insist om joining the new 
povernment. Frior to the election, Thcerez indicated that 
the Communiets “in certain eventualities” might participate 
in a Pepular Front government. >” Put on Way 15, 1934, he 
announced that the Party would not participate in the Blum 
government because, he insisted, the presence of the Com- 
munists in the cabinet would be more of a disadvantare than 
an edvantaye to the government, in that Communiet presence 
would cffer a pretext to “enemies of the preaple” to spread 
panic. At the same time, Theres expressed his hopes fer the 
foreign policy of the Blum government. Ne said he did not 
went to see France implementing a esanctionist foreign policy 
under orders of “hourceoise Pngland” when Italy was the 


object, then implementing an anti-sanctionist foreign rolley 


L3R1um was born in 1£72, the son of a welleto«do, but 
not wealthy, Jewish family. A scholar by training, he was 
known for his intellectual honesty and sincerity. Whether 
or net. he was forceful encugh te be known as & creat Prenier 
is easily disputed. Fer a favcrable bicsraphy, but limited 
in time, see Fraser and Natanson, op. cit. 


lbthores, Prance Today and the People’s Front, 
pe 254. 
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49 
when “Hitier Cermany” was the object. The reference to the 
inaction on the rert of France to Cerman remilitarization 
of the Rhineland, two months earlier, was clearly indicated. 
Therez went on to say: 

Cur faith is in seoviets based on the life of our 
brothers in foviet Russia. Under the direction of 
the sole party of the working class, we will SOME 
day succeed in creating a new society. 

Freng Borrenau is of the epinien that toth Theres 
and Jacques Dulcos were actusllvy in favor of joining the 
cabinet, while Andre Marty was cpposed. The final decision, 
according te Porkenau, was made ty Comintern Secretary Dimi- 
trov. +6 Jean-Marie Domenech telieves that the Communists 
did not jcin the government because they did not trust the 
Socialists ani, furthermore, that the wave cf sit-down 
strikes, already berinning, indicated that the working 
Classes expected many chances which the Communists knew the 
new fovernment could net effact.*! Whatever the actual 


18 


reason, the Communists did not join the cabinet. Cutside 


the cabinet, they were able to attack the government for its 








1oXews item in the Hew Yerk Timas, May 15, 1936; and 
Fauvet, op. cit., pp. 196-197. 


1Sppans Rorkenau, European Communism (New York 
Harper and Brothers, 1953), p. 15°. 


l’rinaudi, Demenach end Gerosei, op. cit., pr. 7e- 


4B 


1" Bum! s first cabinet included eighteen Socialists, 
fourteen Radicals (including Chautemps, Pierre Cot and Dela- 
dier) and two Republican-Sccialists. ‘See flexander COVES y 
Histeire du Socialisme at du Comaunisme en France de 1°71 2 
1947 (Paria: Fdition on France-!mpire, 1947), p. 399, for the 
compiete liat of members. 
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50 
shortcomings and vet claim credit for many of the pepulsr 
measures trought about by the Fonular Frent. Plum, no 
doubt, was relieved wher the Communists declined to partici- 
pate. >? 

Although the second reund of elections had been held 
on May 3, the new Blum fovernment was not installed until 
June 4, 1936, when the term of the new Parliament began. In 
the meantime, France was plagued by a series of sit-down 
strikes which began en May 11. In dune 1936 alotie, there 


at 


= 
were 6 total of 12,142 strikes involving 1,830,939 strikers.” 


= 


The cause ef the strikes seems to have been the 


21 


spontaneous reaction ef the workers themselves, partly 


celebrating the victory of the Popular Front, partly antici- 
pating the social reforms then expected, and pnartiy as a 
means of pressurines the new government inte enacting those 
reforms quickly. Certainly the Communists were not to blame 
for the strikes, but they were forced ty circumstances not 


te object to them. L'Humanite did not begin to talk about 


ea 


the strikes until May 20, nine days later. Blum was placed 


19s 1exander Werth notes thet Communists in the rovern- 
ment would make a bad impression abread, especially in Tng- 
land. See Werth, The Twilight of Frence, p. &%. 


“Mondre Philip, “The Shiftinge Status of French 
Lebor,” Foreign Affairs, XVII (July 1939), p. 742. 


‘ 
flenis roint seems well documented. See Borkenau, 

cit., p. 160; Eobert Dell, “New Directions in Frence, 

rent History, YLIY (January 1939), p. 1°; and Beloff, 
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a1 
in the embarracsing position of having either to breal the 
sit-down strikes forcibly er to tolerate them. Ne chcae 
the latter. 

The reaction to the strikes in the Western world 
wae swift and pointed. The British feared that Blum had 
become a Kerensky. “- Blum sought to ellay the fears of 
France's friends by saving: 

Il ez spoken of as a Kerensky whe is preparing the 
way for a Lenin. I can assure you that this is 
not goinz to be a Ferensky Covernment; and it is 
equally certain that if we fail, we shall be sue~ 
ceeded not by a Lenin. <* 

Ever. the Communists became alarmed at the extent of 
the Strires. Thorez commented on June 10, It is important 
to know when to stop a stroke; for otherwise one is apt 
te play into the hends of reactionaries, ”**? But three davs 
later, "hores added fuel to the fire and further embarrassed 
the government by remarking thet the workers were takine 
good care cf the factories in which they were conducting 
round the clock sit-dowr strikes because “the factories 
would seon be the preperty of the workers anyway. "2° That 
seme evening, at a relly celebrating the victory cf the 
signing of the Matimmon Agreements, the French Cosmunist 
Party unfurled their newly devised national flex of Soviet 

*Juews item in the New York Times, dune 14, 1936. 

*heited in Werth, The Twilicht of France, p. 91. 

*?Tpid., pe 99. 


2Orews item in the New Yor’ Times, June 15, 1936. 
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France: a red field with the traditienal Tricclor in the 
top corner and a golden “R.F.” (Pepublique Frangaise) en the 
red field with a hammer and sickle between the letters.</ 
The crown cheered the victorious strikers es Communist 
and les Soviets Partout! ranc out," sueh eonduet feve rise 
to the Fiction that it was the Communists who inspired the 


strikes. ‘¢t least, the Communists could be blamed for the 





strikes ard be accused of dislovalty to Prance. 
At home and abroad, reaction continued: The Prench 

Right, which had not been too upset cver the resulta cf the 
election in Fev, was now thorourhly alarmed. That Franco- 
Soviet Pact now tock on a significance which it did not have 
previously. The notion that Meoscew hel extended and tight 
ened her hold on France gained sround. The new French Governr- 
ment, it was feared, would bend te the noisy demands of the 
Communist Party end play into the hands cf the Soviets. 
Germany and Italy were loud in accusins France of becoming 
an instrument cf the Comintern and ea vehicle for the spread 
ef communism, As a result: 

A part of Murore became insensibiy pro-Hitler in 

exact proportion as--in the eves of superficial ob- 

servers--France seemed to te driftinre irto Comun- 


ism.# 


2?werth, The Twilisht of France, p. 9). 


2fneloft, op. cit., Vol. II, p. 2h. 


Fel adimir d'Crmesson, France, trans. F. Lewis May 
(New Yor’: lLonemans, Green and Company, 1939), p. 1&6. 
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Blun's Jewishness became an easy target. Hitler and 
Mussolini sre said to have considered the presence of a 
liberal and a Jew es head of the French Government as a 
personel ineult.?° Enemies of the Popular Front brought 
forth a new wave of French anti-semitiom, Latent since the 
Drevfus effeir. Yow easy to launch a slogen like “France in 
the hands of the Jews”? 

In its first weeks in power, the Pepuler Front 
government of Lecn Blum was almost completely absorbed with 
the strikes and agitation of the masses. With unprecedented 
speed, a host of sweeping economic and social reforms were 
ramved through the Parliament, the Mationcn Agreements were 
simned between the trade uniens and the employers, the “Two 
Hundred Families” lost control of the Bank cf France, end 
the Croix de Feu and other Fascist Leagues were dissolved. 

But as for foreipn peliecy, “apart from the general 
ideolorical antipathy to Fascism in all its forms, the Popu- 
lar Frent did not introduce fresh ideas in the domain of 
foreien policy. ">" Foreicn affairs were largely left in the 
hands of the permanent officials at the Cnei d'Orsay’? where 





20, bert Guerard, France: A Kodern History (Ann 
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Arbor: The University of Pichican Press, 1959), pr. 419. 

3lyyes R. Simon, The Rosd to Vichy 1917-1934, trans. 
James A. Corbett and Georve J. Mcterrow (New York: Sheed 
and Ward, 1942), p. 155. 


AZ i 
“René Albreecht=Carrié, France, Europe and the Twe 
World Wars (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1961), p. 301. 


23 Prager and Natonsacn, op. cit., p. 30°. 
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D4, 
Alexis Saint-! érer Lever was still Secretary-Ceneral. The 
influence of permanent officials is usualiv on the side of 
traditional policy.°* In the case of French foreign policy 
during the period of the Popular Front, this seems definitely 
to be the case. The French Communist Farty exercised no 
direct influence in the adoption of any policy favored by 
the Party. @y no means did the Party take over the Foreign 
Ministry. Yvon Delbos, a Radical, held that portfolic; and 
Leger, perhaps a little “vitiated by his asscciation with 
BR. Laval’ was prone to ae policy of ‘laissee-faire.’°- 
Neither, as we shall see, did the ¢evernment listen to the 
counsels of the Party in the years which followed. The 
French Communist Party became so fesred and hsted as a 
result of the strikes, which they did not instigate, that 
the Party could do nc right. The first foreign policy crisis 
of the Blum ecvarnmment, the Speniahn Civil War, served te 


enlarge this fear and hatred. 
TIT. THE SPANISH CIVIL WAR 


the Popular Front gevermment of Leon Blum had been 
in power scarcely six weeks when it was confronted by a 
major foreign policy problem in the form ef the Spanish 


Civil Yer. The implications ef this strugsle in a raishboring 





34 tonn Eldred Howard, Dariienent d Fore. Policy 
in France (Londen: The Cresset Pees, ean A 


3 oe, Walter Creteh, ‘France Outbiuffed,"” Current 
History, XLV (October 1936) , p. 65. 
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29 
State were to further divide the French people and weaken 
the new French Covernment. 

Spain had become a Republic in 1930, but during the 
ensuing vears troubles had recked the republican experinent, 
with wide cscillations in the political spectrum to both 
extremes. The elections of February 1936 indicated that 
Spain was still sorely divided but the Frente Popular, seme- 
what akin to the French Front Pepulaire, bad rained a clear 
majority in the Spanish Certes. Gat increasing violence and 
strife continued while the new rovernment seemed unable to 
contro} the situatien. The murder of a Rightist leader 
supplied the sigmal for an army revolt on July 17, 1934. 

The rebellion would have teen reletively insignificant in 
history had it failed or succeeded quickly. But Spain seen 
found itself divided into two camps and the blocdy struggle 
continued for nearly three years as the bettlefieid of 
ideclogies and interests spread outside the borders cf Spain 
itself. 

The rebellion wae only two days old when the Fadrid 
govermment called upon France fer aid. In Paris, lum and 
hia Fereign Minister were faced with the rreblem of whether 
or not to intervene militarily, give assistance or remain 
neutral. Certainly, there war an ideological sympathy with 
the Madrid government. But, on the cther hand Blum was a 
pecifist and had no desire to upset the peace of Turope. 

His Popular Frent sovernment was new, already beset by the 


domestic preblems of the strikes, social refcrms and currency 
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56 
stabilization. Although the French Communist Party could be 
expected tc urze assistance to the republican rovernmert, 
the French Sight expectedly sided with Ceneral Franco as the 
champion ef the forces of “Order” avainst the forces of 


36 


"Revoluticn. fienifieant sections cf the French Centre 
as well as the Right easily believed that the struggle in 
Spain was really a crusade ezainst communism. This was the 
stress of the propazandcs organized by Cermany and Thaly.?? 
There was even rumor cf insurrection at heme if Blum sheuld 
decide to help the Spanish republicans. Prench Fascist and 
secret. orranizations, rerhaps with the complicity of some 
hifeh reankine army officers, were rumored to have been pre- 
paring for an uprising °° 
in his own cabinat, Mus found that the Radicals 
were not disrpesed te aid the Spanish Government. Pepertedly, 
Foreign Minister Delbos, along with Chenutemps ard Daladier, 
threatered to resign unless en immediate embarro was placed 
en shipments te Spain?” Another consideration wes Creat 
Britain. Having followed the lead of 8ritein in the Rhine- 
land crisis ef March cf the same year, Prance had te consider 


British rnoliey in this new dilemma. Elum's decision on 


August 1, 1936, wae to propese te Italy and Britein that the 





3513 cand, Go. Git.» Be il. 
27thid,, p. 115. 


3% neil, loc. cit. 
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57 
powers not intervene in the strurpgie in Spain so as to let 
beth sides firht it out without external aid. This proved 
to ke the first serious wedge into the ranks of the Popular 
Front .“” 
Some writers would have us telieve that the British 
Conservatives held the Blum government with contempt and 
Susyleion, but Anthony Fden, British Foreign Minister at 
this time, stated that he bad excellent relations with this 
Popular Front severnment. 41 He wrote that the rolicy of non- 
intervention was a French decision to whieh the British 
Foreian Office agreed, 4 As events unfolded, Sritain became 
the arch-advocate of rnene-intervertion. after Italy and 
Germany had openly intervened in the war, Blum wrote in 
Current Histery that the French Scvernment saintained its 
policy of non-interventicn hecause: 
"he French Government did not wish te surrest a 
divergence of opinion and conduct from that of Great 
Pritain, aince the fnglo-French alliance remains the 
mest important influence for Furopean peace.” 

Cleerly, France had surrendered her position as the dominant 


pewer on the Continent of Furope and in the realm cf foreign 


policy had tetally surrendered leadership tc Pritain. The 





‘Operrenau, CPi e ii. ) Pe 16s. 

Ads nthony Eden, Facing the Dictators (Soston: Heuch-~ 
ton Mifflin Company, 1962), p. 41¢. Compare with Dell, loc. 
cit.; and William L. Shirer, Midcentury Journey (New Yorr: 


a 


Farrar, Stravsand Young, 1952), pn. 92. 
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““Bden, op. eit., Fe 451. 


434 eon Blum, “France and New-Irtervention, Current 
History, X¥LTY (Nevember 1934), p. 34. 





Communist Party in France was helpless to change this. 

The feviet Unicn likewise had its cdilemme. fatureal 
sympathies lay with the Popular Front rerublican rovernment. 
in “pain but, as Porrenau pointes out, if Russian troors in 
strength went to cpain end scored victories over the rebels, 
4t might result in @ rapprochement between Britain and 
Cermany and between France and Italy against Tussia. Such 
would censtitute a revival of the Four Power Pact which 
Stelin dreaded. Bcrkenau states that Stalin's first reac- 
tion was to involve France. “4 

For a time, the French Commmist Party adopted oa 
Careful attitude. The fear of civil war in France itself 
was a moderating influence. ffter the extent of the inter- 
yenticn cn the pert of Italy and Germany became clear, Theres 
werned on August 6 of the danger cf French encirclement by 
fascism. Henceforth, the Party made all efforts to aid the 
Spanish reputlicans by all means. The first tactic of the 
French Communist Party was te propese a Front Prancais to 
replace the Popular Front. The plen would extend the parli- 
ementary majority cf the Popular Frernt rightward so as to 
enable the French Government, said the Communists, to execute 
&@ mere energetic, active foreien policy which would ‘prevent 
France from falling in with the plans of the Pritish Tories 


o 


end Hitler.” ‘The plan seems ts have been an effort by the 





—— 


LL, ; . 
Rorkenau, op. cit., p. 167. 




















_ — 

= ©& _- - 

= = = 
= 

“= 

. ———= _—= => 
- - = ee - —_= _-_ 

, <—- «€ = > ae >= 


r= =e © r=) SF ee!) Lee ie! 


CF ee oe bm gle | = 2 | 


°°. -1 wee —ab > ee emi kn ieee at 


_——> a» 


= n= a « — a 
: “_. " ==) © eee 
— Oa F . - - 
. —— a 4 " to 
= a —_* =6 * eee 
_— ——_-— —_ —— one 
— > oem i . Se aes | leet 


—_-> c= -° ae ee oe ee et 


-—-.«. =e «& ht m—_a mae ie My 


lee a”, 
- 


a 








a9 
Communists to find new friends not as pecifist as the 
Secialists.”° Communist leaders Thoreg and Gachin called 
for ‘security of the Country” and strict observance of the 
pacts of mutual assistance with the Soviet Union and with 


L6 


Ceechoslovakia. The Socialiste, nowever, held their 


leyvalty with the Popular Front while the Centre had no wish 
for asscciation with the Communists. The Front Frangais 
movement collapsed by mid-September, 1936. 

After the French embargo cn war materials to {pain 
of Aucust #, the French Communist Party increased its efforts 
te aid the Loyalists in Spain. (n Aurust 13, 1936, the 
Party addressed an cpen letter te the French Socialists: 

It lg intolerable that we should watch the rebels 
being supplied by Italy and Gerwany while the leral 
government of Srain sees a political ticckade raised 
apsinst ite--a tind ef sanetion .. . which, in spite 
of international decisions was not put inte opera. 
tion against Italy, altheugh she was guilty of in- 
vading ftyssinia. 

We are of the opinion that in the present situa- 
ticn it would te useful fer our two parties to make 
& common step in favor of united international 
action to support the Spanish pepple in their clori- 
ous fight for liberty and peace.’ 

The Communists were unable, however, to reverse the 


i i? 
official stand of the Prench Cevernment.” There is no 


etres. 
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LO Pavvet, ap: @16., Fi 205. 


boo ow Front in France,” Kew Republic, LEZxXVTIT 
(Qetcber 14, 1936), p. 269. 


\, ; “ 
*") Humanité, August 13, 1936. 
\@onere is some evidence that the Soviet Government 


was a little miffed with Blum on this issue. Loy Henderson, 
as Cherre in Mescow, reported to Vashington on Ceptenber 12, 
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doubt, however, that limited aid did flow from France and 
through France tc the Madrid rovernment. Bliwm's own Air 
Minister, Pierre Cot, admits to having dispatched ‘thirty 
reconnaissance planes and bombers, fifteen pursuit planes, 
and about ten transport and training planes’ in the early 
days of the struggle. *? But such aid from the French Govern- 
ment soon came te a hait after the signing of the Mon-Inter- 
vention Pact with the cther powera. Subsequent aid to the 
Leyalists from France, official or unofficial, could not 
begin to compare with the aid sent by Italy and Germany to 
tne rebels.°” 

The French Communists, althoureh ecastirating the Blum 


government for their Spanish policy, were not willing to 





ae Oe: 


1936, that Soviet officials in private stated that France 
needed a leader like 2 rict rather than Bium. ‘fee United 
States Pepertment of State, Foreign Relaticnr of the United 
States 1636 (Washington: Gevernment Printing Offiee, Ty¥53 


tT, pe 346. 
“9 Pierre Cat, Pawar” of Treason, cited in — 
States Conrress, House of Representatives, Committee on Un- 


American Activities, peat + 6 Aetivities wend the Worid 
(Part I, fectien DB of The Comaunist Conapiracy; Washington: 
Government Printing Office, 1956), p. 37°. ee alse David 
T. Cattell, Communism and the Spanish Civil War (Berkeley: 
University of Galifornia Press, 10:5), p. €0, and Winston 
Churchill, The Gathering Storm (Vcl. I of The Second World 
@ Ay vols.; Poston: Houghton Mifflin Company, LOZYSTSS5), 
Bs be 





Ucettell, Lec. @i% yi a slichtiy different assess- 
ment on the degree of French aid, ~ Fdward NallettCerr, 
international Peiations Retween the Two Werld Vars 1919-1939 

London: Wacnmillan and Compaery, —- 1963), p. 265. 
Borkenav, op. cit., Pp. 197, implies that more aid would have 
reached republican Sprain had it not been for the constant 
aritetion of the French: Communists for more acd mere aid 
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61 
vote arainst the rcvernment. 4n appeal to emotions was aub- 
stituted fer political pressure. #riting in L'Humanite in 
September, 1636, Maurice Thoerez declered: 

Fer the honer of the working class, for the honor of 
the Popular Frent, for the honor of France, the, 
blockade thet is killing peace must be lifted. 

Tewards the end cf September, Thorez visited Nescow 
end repertedly discussed direct aid by the Seviet Union to 
the Levaliate. Thores is said to have given -talin the idea 
of the International Brigades, to be commanied by foreign 
Communist refugees living in the Soviet Union. The idea was 
adopted and André Marty was soon off to Spain with the 
responsibility for the Volunteer Brigades, including 6,000 
French volunteers.°* 

Gabriel Péri, the Farty's spokesmen on foreign 
affairs and an editor of L.'Humenicé, atressed the legalistic 
and diplomatic aepects of non-intervention. He condemned 
the embargo cf August & as a hostile act toward the Srarish 
Republic in violation of the Pranco-"panieh Treaty of 1935. 
He reminded his readers of the dangers to come if France 
should have three borders to defend against fascism.” 

Mearwshile, broad sectors of the French Right and 


Centre came to believe that it was the Seviet Unicn which 








:pbditerial in L'hum nite, September 9, 1936. 
“"Fauvet, op. cit., pp. 20h, BS 7= Boe é 
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avid Caute, _ communism and the French IaLelLieetya, s 
1914-1960 (Mew York: The Peemillen Company, 1964), p. TIF. — 
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was responsible not onlv for France's domestic and social 


ills but for the “Hed” Civil War in Spain as well. 7! 


Indeed 
the Soviet Union announced in October, 1936, that she would 
not be bourd by non-interventien in Spain if other viola- 
tionse-bv Ttaly and Germany--did net stor. 

Frence continued to be viewed in the non-Communist 
world as being pro-Commurnist. The New York Times carried an 
article on October 4, 1936, which stated that there was ne 
secret that Britain wanted to knew how Prance would react in 
the event of a German-Russian conflict. °° FPrence, herself, 
was deeply anncyed with Soviet prorsranda. The Congress of 
the Radical Party had voted & streng resolution againat 
ceviet intervention in French affairs, °° Delbes, the Foreign 
Minister, was particularily suspicious cf Soviet intentions. 
He suspected that the Soviet Union was attempting to use the 
Franco-Soviet Pact ef Futual Assistence as ae cover for ravo~ 
lutionary propaganda in France and elaewhere. The French 
Ambansader to Moscow warned Litvinov that the Pact would be 
a dead letter if Comintern meddling in France econtinved. 
Delbos did sot seem to view the Pact in terms of the problem 


ef Eurepean seevrity. according to Ambassaiscr Coulondre'’s 
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* Pepe yin L. Ferd and Carl E, Schorske, 
in the Yilderness: Robert Coulondre,” The Diplomats, ed. 
Gordon A. Craig and Felix Gilbert (New York: Atheneum, 
1963), p. 556. 


Fe 4 * 
““News item in the New York Times, October 4, 1936. 
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“Ford and Schorske, loc. cit. 
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63 
autobiorrarhy, only Plum, Reynaud and Herriot gave anv res) 
importance to closer connections with the U.8.5:K.°! On the 
other hend, Fevnaud cleime that Blum was net disposed to 
strengthen the Pranco-“‘oviet Pact hecause his party, the 
Soeilaliat Party, was opposed to the idea of ou, 4 

In this settinc, the Prench Communist Party and the 
General Confecveration of Laber continued te cress the Blum 
government to Lift the blockade. Fecpular demonstrations 
were called anc the Paris metallurgical workers went on 
strike.°” But still the Communists and the ¢.0.7. refused 
to abandon the Pepular Front. The Confederation expressed 
its confidenes in Blum, and Therez, fer & time, suspended 
his criticiem of the rovernmment. But in ancther chanre of 
tactics on December 2, 193€, the Communists announced that 
they would break awav from the Popular Front over the 
rovernment's noneintervention policy. 

On December 4 and 5, a maser forelgn policy debate 
teok place in the Chamber of Deputies. Gabrie’ Péri arein 
atressed the implications of German and Italien intervention 


in Spein upen the security of France. He urged the Peputies 


tr safeguarc the “friendly” “panish pecple, rreserve democracy 





a pre £56-557, citing Pobert Coulorndre, De 
gtelin a Hitier: ceuvenirs de deux embessades 193 6-1 1939, 
pre 17, 15-18, 





Paul Reynaud, In the Thick of the Fight 1030-1945, 
trans. James D. Lambert (lew York: Simon en? ‘<1, 
1955), Pe 75% 
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and effect » “humaine peace, "© Delbos reiterated the 
French Government's poliev of roneintervention in Spain. 
He took note of the anti-Comaunist faction's criticism of 
the Franco-foviet Pact but hastened to add that the Blum 
government considered the Pact “a pact of peace to which we 
remain attached and political passions will destroy neither 
the character nor the value of ar, el 
Speaking on Decamber 5, Maurice Theres lamented the 

Spanish poliey of the sovernment: 

Hitler and Fussolini wish te cut of f French Werth 

ffrica to aseure control of communications in the 

Mediterrangen. They want to menace us cirectiyv from 

the south 
He quoted Hitler's words from Hein Eaarf, “Iselate France te 
annihilate it.” He went on to sav that the French Communiet 
Party, ‘agince the bterinning, has oppesed and it remains 


eppoeed te all military intervention, direct or indirect, 
in the affairs of Spain, °°? 
Om the same day, before the vote of confidence came 
before the group, the Party reversed its previous decision 
te break away from the government end anmounced through 
deeques Duclos that the Party would simply abatain from the 


sebing.”* The Populer Front remained formaily intact. 








CO Journal officiel, Debats Pari reek bee Chambre 
des Députes, een extraordinaire de 1936, 4 Decembre, 
pr. 331%-3322 
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The Spanish Civil War continued its bloody course as 
Russia, havine decided te intervene but not “seriously, °°? 
poured hundreds of “adviscrs” into Spain. Indeed, Soviet 
agents were in complete charge of militarv operations om the 
Madrid front. By early 1937, German and Italian intervention 
had assumed auch rroportiens that victory for the Franco 
forces seemed assured. ‘Soviet aid began te taper off, but 
some aid did centinue, perhaps in the hope of drawing off 


Itealiss and German energies for es long as rosin. In 


other develormernts, the Some-Beriin Axis of Oetober 1936 
formelivged the Italian-German cocperation in Spain. In mid- 
1937, Japan beran her undeclared war against China. Mueso- 
lini formalised his break with the demecratic nations by 
withdrawing fron the Lea-we of Natiers in December of that 
seme vear after simning the Anti-Comintern Yact with Germany 
and danan. In Moseow, Stalin seemed to be pursuing a 
foreign policy of ‘watchful wafting. ”°? 
The Franco-Soviet Pact of Mutual Assistance continted 
in effect trt without military conventions, without teeth. 
Soviet Ambassador Potemkin made en attempt to sive the Pact 


amiliterv content when he met Blum in February, 1937, but, 


te eel 
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George Tf. Kennan, Russis and the West Under Lenin 
and Stalin (New Yor: New American Librarv of #orid Liters- 
ture, 1962}, p. 268. 
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66 
like the attempt of Litvinov himself ir May when he saw Blun 
and Delhoes, it came to naught. °& The French Government was 
toc weak, toc embarrassed by the French Communists, °° tco 
susceptible te British disapprovel, and too hesitant to cast 


its lot with “oscow to move for e closer connecticn with her. 
TY. FALL CF GCLUM'S FIRST C4BINeT 


bt home, Leen Blum continued to heave his domestic 
problems. In Petruary, 1937, he declared ae “pause* in 
further progress toward social reforms. To both Communists 
and Socia’ists, this caused embarrassment to their leader- 
ship since by this time Left Extremiets--Anarehists, Revelu~ 
ticnarv Leninists or Trotskvists, some trade unions within 
the ©.G.7., and evan the Revolutionary Left of the Socialist 
Partve-ciamered for more radical measures. Cuch pressure 
frequently forced the Communist Party end the €.6.7T. leader- 
ship to play up te the extremists for fear of losing the 
leadership of the working cless or being dencunced as ‘the 
FO 


flunkers of cepitel--or of Stalin. Bull the Communists 
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SSmeloff, op. cit., Vol. T, pp. 92-93. 
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OF ns oht wing Deputy Venri da Ferillis is quoted as 
sayinre before the Chamber, “We will secept the France-Seviet 
Pact when there are no longer seventv-two Hussigen deputies 


Ree A agg 


om the benchee of the French Chamber.” Cited in Micaud, on. 


cit., p. lll. 


“Osjexander Werth, “The Front Populeire in Diffiecul- 
ties,” Foreien Affairs, XV (July 1937), pp. 616-617. Another 
auther who agrees that the Communists had insistently advo- 
cated parliamentary action rather than the direct action” as 
advocated by the Trotskyists is Dell, op. cit., p. 17. 





67 
were aqually careful not to frighten away section of the 
peasantry and middle class which were considered necessarv 
for their own suppert and the suppert of the Popular Pront. 
Rlum's biograrhers cleim that it wes indeed the Communists 
who ‘applied the trakes” to the domestic Popular Frent pre- 
rran, Borkenau blamea the Fadicals and the Communists for 
blecking structural reforms and strict controls on the 
economy en! the currency. /* 

By June, 1937, the flight of capital from Fraree, 
the depletion of gold reserves and the stagnation of the 
economy led Blum's government to reverse its policies and 
edept oe policy ef controls ard restraints. FGlum requested 
full financial powers. fo this the Cemmunists rallied, and 
even cffered to participate in the government, their decision 
of Way 1935 to the centrary. The Central Committee had 
decided: 
In the presence of the furious assault of reaction, 
che Compunist Party declares itself ready ta tere up 
all the responsibilities in a rovermment strengthened 
and constituted in the imare of the Popular Front for 
the salvation of France, democracy and peace. ‘- 
the Chamber of Deputies voted to give Blum the powers 


ae 


he requested, but the more conservative ‘enate refused. The 
Senate, it 2eems, was net as enthusiastic for the Pepular 


Front as wes the majority in the Chamber. Slum's bicgraphers 
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called the fenete very “conservatively Republican,” sus- 
picicus of “rampart revolutionaries” ir the Socialist an? 
Communist Parties.’“ The Senate would rive emerrency powers 
to a Daladier but not to a Blum. 4s a@ consequence, Plum 
resimed and, on June 22, 1937, the Radical-Sccialist Camille 
Chautemps became Premier of a new Popular Front sovernment 
with Blum as Deputy Premier. ‘The Coramunists pledged their 
support to him “in the measure in which he will assure the 


defense of sceial pains.*/° 
7. OVAUTIMPS AND THE COMMUNTSTS 


Chautemps hed already headed two zovernments for 
short perioda before coming to power ir Jure, 1937. Me was 
deatined to head two more before March, 192°. Both govern 
ments in this latter pericd were plarved by domeatic problems, 
mainiy fineneial, end France's positien in world affairs 
continued to decline. The Spanish question centinued aa a 
lively iasue but Chautemps stood firm on the policy eof non- 
intervention, although his motive seems to have been different 
from that. of Blum. He told Ambassador Gullit on Cetober 22, 
1937, that no Prench armr would be sent to Spain nor would 
France oren her frontier tc supplies fer Spain because the 
result would be the “condemnation of the french threughout 


the world fer ceoperstion with Bolsheviks and the utter 
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defeat of the side which the Prench were supporting. 7° 
General weakness in foreien policy was indicated by heavy 
reliance upon Great Britain. Reportedly, maintaining intact. 
the British evarantee of France's frontiers was the "cardinal 
point" ef Prench foreign policy. // Foreign Minister Yvon 
Delbos, held over from the Blum cabinet, made a lonr tour 
of Eastern Furcpean capitels, with the notable exeention of 
Mescow, in December, 1937. The reaulte were very disappoint~ 
dine due to the considerabie deterioration of the position of 
France since the remilitarisation of the Phineland. 

in January, 1°37, a series of mass arrests and 
triale known as the “purses” beran in the Soviet Unicon. The 
execution of many GCld Guard Commmists and over five thousand 
officers and officielle was viewed with shock throughout the 
werld and with consternation in the Eritish and French 
General Staffs. Te some extent, the FPrecch Communist Party 
was embarrassed and weakened by the trials, but net serie 
ousiy. (© The French intellectual extreme Left was certainly 


net meterlially disillusioned, ’” There was, however, a 








| United “tates Department of State, Foreisn Rela- 
tions of the United States 1937 (Yashineton: Government 





Py Be Gifice, 1554), vel. I, p. 1k9. 
Y ath p. 137. 
orton Webb, “New Deal: Freneh Style, Current 
History, ‘Set a 1937), 2- 5S. See alec Forei zs. Felations 
of the Ee Untied : oe 1937, Vel, I, pe $6, and rndre Yeureis, 
"Paradcx of French Communism,” Current History, YLIY (fevem- 
ber 1938), tf. 
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70 
perceptible attempt by the French Coemuniet Party to dis- 
associate itself from the goinrg-on in the Soviet Union. 

In a speech delivered on December 26, 14°77, Maurice Thorez 
took cere to assert the Iimdependence of France and, or 
jmplication, of the French Communist Party: 
Prance must take its cue neither from Rome, nor 
Rerlin, nor Londen, nor Foescow, for which we de not 
enrenas our feelings of mgm Pe ik affection, 
It must be from Paris, our cap 
Therez went on to list these instances wher France had “be- 
trayed her Mission": the sieing of the Four Power Pact of 
1933-1931, the toleration of Mussclini's conquest of Abys- 
einia, the rupture ef Lecarne with the remilitarization of 
the Shineland, the blockade of republican Spain. “in order 
to accomplish her mission in the world,” Thores said: 
France must pursue a democratic foreign policy which 
reflects on an international seale the changes vrourht 
about in cur cguntry as a result of the People's 
Front viectery. 
This ‘democratic foreign poliey” would consist of 
the following: 
l}. France must return to reliance on the League of 
Yations fer security anid fer dealing with argres- 
gion. 


2. A new basia of Pranco-B8ritish reletiors had to 
be established. 








Na me GN NED 


3 
Its Fission in the Nerld ‘(ew ¥ rk: Workers Library, 193), 
p. 73. 
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= 2a —- ~ —_—_a 

1. - 2 — te at ed « 
—— - —_!, ._ ———— ————=—tte Gee 

™ " — = Ge 

OO ou lin aaa a 







= f_ a ea e a, lll 
-— & os > Se oe ——_ —- 35 >be 
_ « » «= a 
7 ; —_— - iin! oi > =e 
7 
— © ~~» _ * = 


‘- -« - ant” al 


71 


3. There must be increased France-imerican collah- 
oration, especially in the Far Fast. 


4. The defenders of collective security in Central 
Europe must be encourace‘. 


5. Democrecy and liberties must te restored in 
Austria. 


6. France must prove her attachment to the Franco- 
Seviat Pact. 


7. French diplometic personnel must te “democratized 
sO as to halt their prectice of telling people 
abroad that the Peopie's Frent is “an accident, 

& transitory phenomenon” as the ‘real Foreign an 

Minister, Alexis Lerer, would have them telieve.** 

In 1938, Theres published a book®3 which was part 
autobiorrapny and part Communist Party platform. tome of 
the items contained in the book are worthy of consideration 
in the studv cf the Party's foreign nolicy. For instance, 
Thores warned that Cermany was trying to win Exncland over to 
her side by guch tactics as the Angzlo~German Naval Accord 
just es the Anclo-Italian agreement on the status of the 
Mediterraneen hat sided the Fascists in destrorvine the 
“panish Republie.°* The Communist Party, wrete Thores, 
stood for non-eintervention in the internal affairs of other 
ecuntries, but cn the other hand, France could not nerlect 


Fascist interference. Contractual esreements must be oh- 


served; the League Covenant murt be respected; pacts of 





Oy aurice Thorez, Son of the People, trans. Ocuglas 


Peete = (ee 


Gramarn. (New York: International Publishers, 1932). 


Geta. p. 158, 


72 
mutual assistarce, following the principle of the Franco- 
Soviet Pact, must ke concluded by peace-loving states. °° 
The League of Natiens must again open the questions cf the 
Itale+German agcression against Spain and the Japanese 
invasion of China. France must procleim publicly at Cenevea 
her propesals for enforcing international law in the Far 
East and in .estern Europe. &© 

as 1937 drew to a clese, the Party held its Ninth 
Congress at fries, Secember 25-29. It proved te be the 
summit of the Party's history to date.’ Menbership was up 
to an all-time high ef 340,000 of whom over 115,0UU were in 
the Paria rezion alone. The Cantonal elections of October 
hed confirmed the success of the Popular Fronts ®* The Come 
munists might have been enjoying their success, tut in the 
meantime, Chautemps was having increasing difficulties with 
the Secialists as well as the Communists. The situation was 
about to come to a head. 

In Januery, 193£, the Communist Deputy Raemette 
annevnced on the floor cf the Chamber that elthougsh the Con- 
munists were arainst the pending measure on exchange contreil, 
they would net vote arainst the meagure in order to preserve 
the Populer Front. ‘They would ebstain. Chautemps, annoyed 
eat the Communists teeause cf a new wave of strikes in Decem- 


ber, shouted beck tl.at the Communists could have their 
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Sibid., pre 21-215. SOrpid., pe 220s 


or : 
'Feuvet, op, cit., p. 216. 
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73 
liberty and rot be e part of the government majority at all. 
This direct slap at the Popular Front was too much for the 
Socialists, who resigmed from the government, bringing down 
Cheutemps.’” 

It. took four days before Chautempea was called te 
form a new government. In the meantime, Leen Blim etterpted 
to epenscr a National Government, built around the Front 


Pepulaire but expanded to the Right, de Thores aA Reyneud. 


The Communists were willing to back this arrangement on con- 


dition that the Popular Frent program still be applied, 7¥ 
Tais move led reporter Alexander Werth to cencliwde thet “the 
Links between the French Communists and Moscow are flimsier 
then is renerally believed.’ He based his atatement on 
repeated remerrs vy Thoree that the Communist Party was 
willing and ready to cooperate with the democratic forees cf 
the country to achieve the pessitle rather than hold out for 
what would be ideal.”? 

Flum's plan failed, however, vecause Reynaud's 
party, the Alijance Democrgetique, vetoed the idea, and be- 
Cause many of the Nedicals were against havine French policy 


"dictated by Mcscow. 72 the Radicals, concerned with 





C9 Alexander Werth, ‘YM. Chautemps Cries ‘Volf', 
Current fistorv, XILVITI (March 1938), p. 25, and FPanvet, ep. 
Cit., Pp. 2e0-221. 


Mranvet, QE. Cit., Ps 221. 


*lverth, Current History, YLVIII (March 1938), p. 
157. 


2 : 
Pauvet, loc. cit. 





Th 
respectatility, were no lonser Popular Front enthusiasts. 
And so, on Janvary 18, 193&, Chautemps formed a new fovern- 
ment witheut Socialist participation’? and with greater 
orientation to the Right. The following month, Chautemrs 
explained his reasons to the American Ambassader for reject- 
ing a National Coverrnmert as surcested by Blum. In any 
National Government, Chautespa would insist on the Communists 
being excluded because “they would report every conversation 
te Stelin. Resides, the British, he said, were cpposed to 
Communists in the French Government. On the ether hand, he 
agreed, a gevernmment of Radicaia and the Right would be 
menaced constantly ty strikes if it did not. foliow a policy 

approved in Meecew.' To make it mere difficuli, Elum weuld 


‘ommuniats were ex= 





refuse to join the government if the 
eluded.” Clearly, Chautemps and his colleagues believed 
that the French Communist Party had the country boxgzed down. 
Chautemps! new governmert lasted only six and a half 
weeks. It was marked by an interesting disarreement between 
the Communists and the Socialists. It seems that the 
Socialiats refused te give Chautemps the full powers which 
he requested. The Communists thought this action premature 
and castirated the Socielists for hindering e firm Prench 
fereion policy, for by this time, the Communists were vitally 


ae OE OAL) 


*3Beloff, op. cit., Vol. 1, p. 113. 





P4United States hepartment of State, Foreign Fela- 
sions of the United States 193 (Washington: Ccovermment 
nting eee 1955), Vol. 2, p. 2h. 
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75 
coneerned with foreign affairs and were preoccupied with 
building up air and naval forces and with reinforcing the 
Franco-Soviet Pact, ’? Domestic concerns could take second 
Place. In the atmosphere of the impending Austrian crisis, 


Chautemps resigned on Farch 10, 193°F. 
VI. A&XSCHLUSS AED RLOK AaGhinv 


Hitler's shockine annexation of Austria took place 
on March 12, 193&. As Cerman troopa marched into Vienna, 
France, which since 191% hed been the center of power on the 
Centinent of Furope and the pesaeassor of its mest pewerful 
ermv, wes without a fovernment for the second time that 
Calendar year. In 1935 France could have acted when Germany 
announced rearmament. In 1936 France at least debated 
within the cabinet the course of action to take in response 
te the renilitarizetion cf the Rhineland. But in 1934, 
France had ne fgevermmant in the time of crisis, °° It was 
not the Communists who were to blame for the lack of Prench 
initiative but, mere correctiy, the enemies of the Comanun- 
ists who were so fearful of the bogey of the ‘Red Fenace” 
and revelution within France that ther rendered, cr at least 


heiped to render, the French body politic incapable of 


- 





IoPauvet, GPe cit., Pe 222. 


a 
7" suri ce Theres, later in the month, caused an 
audience te hiss end bec Chautemps “for resimsning rather then 
face the Austrier crisis.” See news item in the Mew York 
Times, March 20, 19358. 
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76 
atebility, consistency and concerted action. There was not 
even a debate in the Chambers on this new crisis.’ ’ Delbes 
reportedly proposed a tough demarche arsainst Cermany by 
Britain and France, but only as a sop to the Fopular Front, 
that is, for domestic censiumpticn only. ?© 

While the Deputies searched for a new government, 
Gabriel Peri editorialized in L'Sumanite: 

Europe risks peving with her blecd for the tragic 
error of these who have not listened to our warning. 
- - » Thé last hope can and shevld be saved. Mav 
France sive herself without delay a government 
determined to PEgctice a democratic and French 
foreien policy. 7: 

With the fall ef Chautemps, Blum asain broucht forth 
the idea of a Rassemblement, Fations], this time ercompassing 
more of the Right, de Thores a Marin. Only the outspoken 
Fascists were to he excluded. On the very dav of Anechluss, 
Blum addressed representatives of all parties of the Right 
in defense of forming e@ government te include the Communists: 

Let me say this: in casa of war vou are poing to 
metilize the Communists as anybody elise. The Come 
munists, after all, represent 1,503,000 workers, 


peesgants and ematd tradesmen. You have no right to 
throw them out,+V 





Feerth wrote in the fell of 193£ that “in the last 
@ighteen months, there has been cnly one preper ferelrn 
debate at the Chamher--on February 25 and 26, 193°, after 
the fall of Mr. Eder.” See Alexander Werth, “After the Popue 
lar Front,” Foreign Affaire, XVIT (October 193&), p. 20. 
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1eited in Werth, Twilight of France, p. 156. 
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Fe went on to remind them that the Communists and the C.4.T. 
would be needed to speed up armament producticn. Blum 
atressed his independent course of action durine the Spanish 
question despite Communist pressure and promised the Pirsht 
his continued independence from foreirn veto.? Paul Revnsud 
agreed, “It ia not Stalin who enters Vienna today and who 
will menace Prapuve tomerrew. It is Hitier!"* 

But Parvin, the leader of the partv et the right end 
of the proposed National Government, was opposed. Se too 
was Flendin, a former Premier and Foreign Minister, who felt 
that the entry cf the Commmists into anv French covernment, 
however, National, would “deerly shoecr Mr. Chaaberlain and 
eause a break with Enrlend.* Porthermore, he beiieved 
Germany and Italy would be openly hoatile.? In short, the 
Right, with the exception of Reynaud and the Chriestian Demc- 
crates who disarproved of Hitler's treatment of Catholics, 
wes unimpressed with the gravity of the international situa- 
tion to accept Blum'’s appeal for e National Severrment. 
Demeatic affairs had to come first. Albert Guérard, en hise 
torian critical of the French Rient, leter wrote: 

The Conservatives, who hed long claimed a morcopoly 
of patriotism, were thinkine of their sot¢ial and 


economic privileres, net the national interest. ... 
They saw everywhere in Furope a contest between 


lipid., EF e 1584159. 


“Pauvet, op. cit., p. 223, citine Pavl Reynaud, 
Kemoires, Tome 2. 


3verth, Twilight of France, pp. 15°-159. 
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communism end fascism, and they urhesitatinely pre- 
ferred fascism: most literally, ‘Rather Hitler 
than Blum!” 

On March 13, 1938, Blum succeeded in forming ea 
government of Jocialists and Radicals, the iast Pepular 
Front government. It was destined to last iess than a month. 

Qn Perch 14, Klin solemniy pledged to the Czech 
Minister in Paris that France would honer her cemmitments to 
Czechoslovaria in case cf further German expansion. Three 
days later, he outlined before the Chamber of Deputies his 
Plane for accelerated rearmamernt. We ought, therefore, 
before ell else, to prepare for the pertis of the situation 
abroad. ”? The Communist Party erreed. In the same Chamber 
a week later, Florimend Bonte epoke in the name of the 
Party: 

(The Comeunist Farty! will vote for (war prepara- 
tions] because it dees net want the country to know, 
in the event of sgrression, the immense daxcrers of 
imprevisation and to be placed in the impossibility 
ef erranigsing and preparing ail the national re- 
sources effectively, properly and rapidly. 

It will vote for this measure because it wants 
to rut the French pecple in a state to resist vic- 
toriously, from the very first day, the agrcression 
which will try to impair the national independence 
ane inteerity, and [to prevent] devastations ang 
death across the rich provinces of cur country.” 

Yhe Seviet Union, likewise reacting to the Anschiuss, 
prepesed on March 1@ that a conference of Britain, France, 


tes ee 





*Quérard, op. €1t.; Rm &20. 


' Jou 1 OCfficiel, Debats Parlementaires, Chaabre 
des Députas, cession Ordinaire de 193£, 17 Pars, p. 236. 
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79 
the United States and the U.S.5.%. be called to discuss 
possible implementation of the Franco-Seoviet Pact within the 
Leacue framewerkt in the event of further threats to the 
peace by Germany. / The propesal died. 

Flum's Foreign Minister was J. Paul-Beneour, a leng- 
time enthusiast for the League of Nations. Under his shert 
stewarighip, Prance's foreign policy assumed a novel foerce- 
fulness and direction. He reiterated Blum's geverantee to 
Ceechosicvakia and sounded out France's Festern allies, 
ineludinge the Soviet Union, on their views regarding future 
German argression, espectalliv in the light of French alli- 
anees with Poland, the Little fntente and the Soviet Union. 
And te the delight of the Communists, he relaxed the embarro 
on munitions to Spain. Lenden wes “furious” at this turn cf 
events.© Britain hadi no desire te commit herselt to fuarer- 
tees ir Eastern Nurope. The French Right, toc, objected to 
this enerzetic foreirn policy and their criticiom heavily 
contributed to the fall of Blwa's new government. ” 

&t home, Blum's second cabinet wae hit with mother 
wave of strikes, the most sericus since 1936. For over two 
weeks, not one eircraft was produced to help rebuild the 
French Air Ferce. The workera were again taking advantare 
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of the Secialist Premier as thev had in 1936 because they 
believed him to be the least likely Premier to deal harshly 
with the strikers. On the other hand, the Prench manacerial 
Class were unhelpful and uncompromising tco. They had not 
accepted labor-management bargaining as a twoeway street. 
They had mot recognized the right of labor to have a legi- 
timate voice in the economy, nor, as a rule, did they cone 
sider the rravity of the international situation severe 
enough to seoth their piques feelings over the Matimmon 
Agreements or the labor pelicies of the Popular Frent. 
Reportedly, many employers, even in the most imrertant 
branches of industry, chose to observe strictiy the forty- 
hour week rather than eccept additicnel orders which would 
involve payment of cvertime and the hiring of additional 
workers, 2° 

When the Senate agein rejected Biwe's request for 
financial powers, Blum's second cabinet fell om April 4, 
193&. The Popular Frent gevernmments had come te an end. in 
the freewheeling democratic seciety that was France, with 
finite limitations on her power and resources, it proved 
simply impossible to execute vigerems secial reforms (which 
cost money) and at the same time initiate an intensive re- 
armanent. France simply could not have guns and butter. 
Coupled to the financial preblem was thet of foreign policy. 








Weing Pol, Fees of a c recs trans. Heing 
end +: Norden (New York: 22 3S fitenceck, 1940), 
g. ‘207. 
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Wide differences of opinion on foreign policy, especially 
regarding the Spanish Civil War, sreetiy widened the breach 
between Left and Right which in turn rave domestic pelitics 
& quality cf ideaclogical fanaticism and contributed to the 
undermining of denecratie foundations of government and the 
moral disarmament of Frence.*+ 

In the entire ére of the Popular Frent, the Comaurn- 
ists ccvld not claim cne significant foreign policy victory. 
Never did they prevail upon France to take « course of 
action which was favored by them or the Soviet Union. 
Rather, their presence helped the working classes embark on 
a series cf strikes which bleckened the Communists! reputa- 
tion still more and convinced many that any dealings with 
the Russians wes dangerovs. The blood bath in Spain was 
een as a preview to whet would happen in France if the 
Comauniats, indeed the Popular Front, became toc powerful. 
The oniy influence which the Communist Party could exert in 
that atmosphere was detrimental te the Soviet Unien if she 
was pursuing a policy which leoked toward collective security 
as the answer to the threat from itler. fter nearly two 
yeers of the Popular Front, the Franco~foviet Pact of 15935 
remained ineffective. In France, few but the Communists 
would touch it because of the howl of criticism it would 


stir up. 


eobert V. Seton-Watsen, From Legin to Malenkoy: the 
ist mY of Se Communism (New York: Frederick i. Pra nerer, 
G53), Pe hice 
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France was indeed weaker internally at the ceonclu- 
sion of the Pepuiar Front vears. Part of this was due to 
the world ecenomic 411s which hed reached France rather late 
but were still equally present in most parts of the induse 
trial world. As for France's inner dissention and polarisa- 
tion ef its political spectrum, the Communist Party was only 
partially to blame. The cause of the polarisation was a 
force not infected by any polities] party. The Communicts 
and the Socialists were simpiv present in the environment 
and pulled or the end which their economic and secial 
philosephies hed taught them. The Communists were vecifer- 
ous; they preached radical ideas. But the Right and thoss 
who disascreed with the Communists were equally vehoment and, 
all toe cften, advocated radical solutions tes. It was the 
peculiar nature of the Cemmurists which frequently scared 
the French people and the French Government inte deing 


things they might not erdinarily have done. 
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CHAPTER IV 
TRE SOVIGT-Secr PAc?t 


Less than seventeen months efter Blum's second 
government fell, France was at war with Germany. During 
this intervel, neither the GSeciglists nor the Comeunists 
were part of the Daladier cabinet, although in many instances 
they voted with the government. The general tenor of rela- 
tiens with regard to Cermany were et once mildly firms, then 
appeasing, ther firm. Regarding the Seviet Union, the tenor 
ran from considerstion, to insult, to mild interest, to dis- 
gust. Britain continued tc lead as France hung to her apron 
Strings. The French Commumist Party was nothing more than a 
muisance to the government because its prime activity was 
erving in the wilderness ehout a menace which neither France 
nor Dritain cared to believe in until it was tec late. éfny 
Frenchman today would agree that the influence of the French 
Communiztt Party in this pericd was regrettably nil, except 


of ccurse, that the Party still frichtened pecpie away. 
I. BALADIFR AND MUNICH 


On April 10, 193@, Edovard Daladier, the Radical 
“etrong man,’ well educated end a patrict trusted by the 
General Staff, became Premier and Georce Bonnet his Poreign 


Minister. The Secialists did not rarticipate in the 
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government which, like the Chautemps government of 193f, was 
oriented more to the Right than previous Fopular Front 
governments. > On &pril 12, Daladdier was granted full finan- 
cial powers, effective until July 31. The Communists veted 
in favor of this measure,” These emergency powers were only 
the first of several to be given the Daladier government. 
before the outbreal of the war. Indeed, in June 193f, 
Paladier sent the Parliament cn a holiday to last until the 
fall so as to aveid any unpleasantness with the Communists 
on the still unresolved Spanish problem and with beth the 
Secialists and the Communists on the problem of old are 
pensions.~ 

No lenger part of the government majority, the French 
Communist Party centinued ite fight for stemmins the expan- 
Sion of Kaei Cermany. The Fhineland had teen reeccupied and 
Austria annexed. Hitler had amnouneed that he had no further 
territorial desires in the West. After Austria, Sudeten 
Czechoslovakia, Memel, Danzig and the Polish Corridor seamed 
to be next. Inereasing cressure by Cermany on Gzechosic- 
Vakia caused new alarm in Moscow. This slarm was reflected 


in the publiceticns of the Prench Communist Party. 





lusx Beloff, The Ferai tis of Soviet puss e 
1 — Eons, Shodton Oxford University Pres ress, lek l-15L9) , 
» bao. 


* Jacques Fauvet, Histoire du + Speaunists Fran 
gais (Librairie Arthéne Fayard, eh) et s iy Be O20 


*Alexander Yerth, “After the Popular Front, Foreign 
Affairs, XVII (October 1932), Pp. 20. 
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Te abendon Czechoslevatia is to compromise the 

peace, tc strike e direct blow at the security of 

our country, Franee, to open fer Hitler the war to 

the Danube, that ie, the route to scutheast Purepe. 

Ts thet the desire of those of our patriots who 

ceunselling us to tear up, the pacts which tia 

France to Crechoslovakia?* 
In Kay, 193£, when the Czechs erroneously suspected Cerman 
action in connection with their municipal elections and 
Called for partial mobiligation, the French Comeaunists pro- 
pesed that a motion of sympathy be addressed to the Govern- 
ment. of Gaechoslovakis in the name of all the parties of the 
Popular Front. The Socialists and Radicals refused. ” 

The Prench alliance with Czechoslovakia still existed. 

But on this alliance hinged the operation cf the Soviet-~ 
Csech Alliarce. In a conversation on May 12, 1938, with 
Litvinov, Bonnet asked what the Seviet attitude would be 
in the event of e corflict: between Germany and Czechoslc- 
vakia. Litvinov replied that if France fulfilled her obli- 
Fation, the U.S.C.R. would do likewise. When questioned on 
how the Soviet Government would or could aid Czechoslovakia 
if Poland and Rumania ob jected to the rassagre cf Soviet 
forces, Litvinov acknowledged the problem snd said it was 
Up to France, which head treaty obligations with Poland and 
Pamania, to secure their consent. Bonnet was of the opinicn 


that Fumenta would oblige, but in later talks he found her, 





* * % Pl 
a ‘Jean Bruhat, “Le Tehecoslevague et i’ eguiiibre 
eurcpeen,” Cahiers dy Bolckevieme, Fay-dune 193€, p. 151. 


Pauvet, cp. cit.; p. 232. 





£6 
as well as Folsnd, obdurately oppesed.© 
Leter the same month, Bonnet reflected the fears of 
the Daladier gevernment in making military arrangemerts with 
the Seviets. Any prospect of Soviet military suppert, he 
told his émbessador to Moscow, might "incite certgin French 


“? Nevertheless, on dune 12, 


@lements to appear bellicoge. 
1938, Paladier renewed Blum's pledge of March 14, declaring 
that France's chligations to Czechoslovakia were sacred, 
and cannot be ensdet, =" Two days earlier, Mavrice Thoreg, 
who had aiready referred to Ceechosiovakia aa the last 
pillar of demccracy in Central Furope, propesed te orgarize 
the "Werld Peace egainst the Fascist threat. It would con- 
sist cf “the great democratic nations: England, Czechosilc- 
vakia, Spain {sic}, the Seviet Union and alse the United 
Stetes, Fexico and China. ”” 
The British Gevernment, upon whem the French Gcovern- 
ment sc much relied, was of the cpinion that the militarv 
situation was such that neither France nor Great Britain 
would be able toe prevent Germany from everwhelming Czecho- 


Slovekie even if Russian help was secured. The purges of 


Wee es 





Gpeloff, cp. cit., Yolk. I], p. 131. 


*Pranylin L. Pord snd Carl F. Scherske, “The Voice 
in the Wilderness: Reubert Coulon are,” The Diplomats, ed. 
Gorden a. Crais and Felix Gilbert (New York? Atheneum, 
1963), Pe 556. 


Surinst tom Gh murehill, 2 che Gathering Storm (Vel. L @f 
The Second Werld War, 6 vols. ; .; Sosten: heughton Mifflin 


COpany , TOLS-1653), p. 290. 


Seited 3 in Fauvet, or. cit., p. 565, 
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1936-1927 were fudged to have vastly reduced the fighting 
capability of the Red Army. Furthermore, there was the 
preblem of @eorraphy. The U.S.S.2. had no common border 
with Czechoslovekia. Poland was completely opposed te the 
pessace cf Russian troops while Rumania condescended to 


JU The French 


telerate the passazve of Russian aircraft only. 
Goverment was placed in the @ilemas of taking the initiative 
eof actien or following the wake of British decisions. Within 
the sovernment and among the pecrle, opinions were dia-e 
Metricallivy opposed. The French fmbassedor to Mescow, ®chert 
Coulondre, constantly urged his zovernment to @ closer 
agreement with the Soviet Union. Interestingly enough, it 
wes the Czech Ambassador in Foescow who told Couloendre that 
the his gcvernment had been informed in Paris that the French 
Government would not follow up France-Seviet military con- 
versations at that time becauge such conversations might 
effend the susceptibilities «ef the Englian Conservatives.+1 
S¢ in the end, Britain led the way end France followed. 

Beth gcevernments notified the Czechs that unless they yielded 
to the demands of the Sudeten Germans, the Ceech Government 
would be left to face Germany unessisted. France, in effect, 


was dencuncing her alliance with Csechoslovalia. 





boa Pd : » 
1UR ené Altrecht-Carrie, A Diplomatic Uistery of 
gunope Since the Congress of Vienna (New York: ‘larper and 
Row, 


G58), pe 523. 


Lee rd and Schorske, op. cit., fF. 567, citing Robert 
Goulondrs, De Staline @ Hitler: Souvenirs de jeux smbassades, 


1936-1929 (Paris, 1950), p. 1523. 
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Within France, the brewing Csech crisis was split~ 
ting France into ‘two fenatical Frances, esch side becoming 
more and more extreme.?* There waa the peace party” faction 
and the “war party’ faction; these who favored peace at any 
price and those whe favored e pollev of firmness and resist~ 
ance. Anti-Soviet prejudices and a complacent telief in the 
strength of the peace front gave eid and comfort te the 
appeasers. They were openly opposed to what was perhaps the 
only measure to gave France: a military agreement with the 
U.8.5.R. In a sense, then, the French Right, as Micaud savs, 
had to ‘accept the possibility of war while oppesing the 
best conditions for victory, "+? 

Those in France who stood for resistance and firnm- 
ness were called belliciste, and L'Humanite had the reputa- 
tion of being the great belliciste newspaper in September, 
193¢.7* aes editoriale on foreign affairs, written by 


communist Deputy Gabriel Péri, were habitually well reasoned 





and unusually well doeunented.2> on September 20, following 


POA POD 


Lou , ) 
“dmond Taylor, The —tratery of Terror: Furope' 
Inner Front (Soston: Houphten © ffiin Company, 1960), rp. 3&. 


i3tharles A. Miecaud, The French Hight and agi 


haphet  e 


1933-1939 (Mew York: “Octagon Books, Inc., 1964), 








4 Texender Werth, The 
ed. with an Introducticn by D. 
and Brothers, 1942), p. 200. 


Twi 


ieht of Prance 14733-1940 
7. oa ae ——_ 


Broran (New York: Varrer 





lotnid. Péri was shot as a Aostarce by the Germans 
in the end of 1941. 
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EG 
the Berchtesgaden meeting between Hitler and Chamberlain and 
the subsequent Anglo-French discussions in Lendon, L'Humanite 
sneered: 

Gheying the injunctions of Hitler, M. Chamberlain 
has just decided, for the Pngelish and Prench minis- 
ters, upon the dismemberment of Ceechcoslovekia whose 
intecrity is inseparable, from the security eof Franca 
and the peace cf Europe.*~ 
Cn September i9 or 20, Benes is said te have ques~ 
tioned the Soviet Minister to Pregue on whether the Soviet 
Union would honor the Soviet-Csech pact. The anewer was 
affirmative. f- second question sought Russia's advice in 
the event France dishcnorad her pact. The Soviet reply was 
that Ceechosicvakia should appeal to the Learue and that 
upor Germany's being tranded as an aggressor, the U.5.°0.H. 
would come at once to the assistence of the Czechs whatever 
the other powers might dot? 
Before this reply reached the Czech cabinet, the 
Ceechs decided on the nirht of September 20-21, 1936, to 
accept the Anglo-French proposals and entrust the fate of 
their nation to Great Britain and France. 1& When Chambverlain 
sew Hitler on September 23 at Godesberg, Hitler upped his 


demands and Chamberlain returned home, the crisis still 


7 ee 
unregclved. In Paris, Saebrie]l Peri pleaded in L'Numanite 


wee 





LOpaiterial in L'Humanita, September 20, 1¢3°. 
i7Reloff, op. ecit., Yol. II, p. 152. 


1E ceorge Vernadsky, A History of Russie (5th ed.; 
New Haver: Yale University Presse, 19641), p. 3°1. 
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90 
for Britain and France to hold fast to the line of resist- 
7? F 
ance.*? In Geneva, Soviet Foreien Minister Litvinov, 
addressing the Learue of Natiors Assenbly on September 23, 
heaped shame on the Wester: powers. The French and the 
Czechs, he stated, had rreferred two bilateral pects: the 
Frearneo-Soviet Pact end the Soviet~Czech Pact, rather than a 
multi-leteral pact of the three. He neted the provisions 
of the foviet-Czech Pact which rermitted Soviet aid to 
Csechoslovavia only if Prerce first rerdered assistance. He 
went on: 
Thes the Zoviet Government had no cbhligaticns te 
Ceechoslevaria in the event of French indifference 
te an attack on her, In that event, the Joviet 
Covernmment might come toe the aid of Czechoslovakia 
only in yirtue of a decision by the Learue of 
Wations,<¥ 
On September 25, L.!Humani té demanded the resigna- 
tions of Daladier and Bonnet “who lost their heads on 12 
september ard hated FPrence after 21 September.’ The Ccoosun- 


ist press called Hitler's new demands en “ultimatum” and 





\%eated by Devid Caute, Communism and the French 
Intellectuais 1924-1960 (Sew York: The Pacalilan Company, 
Ly : * L2e. 
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“> 
& 





Ujane Derras (ed.), Soviet Documents on Foreiszn 
Pe (Oxford University Press, 1953), Vol. ITI, pp. 304- 
O5, citing Learue of Nations Official Journal, IJupplement 
1€9, p. 24. Geerge F. Fennan, Bussig and the Vest Under 


Lenin and Stalin (New York: “ew American Titrary of Verld 
fas. tere" sae p. 305, believes that Moscow's pre-Munich 
expresfiona of devotion to Csechoslovakia actualiy “cost 
Kescow very littis” end should not be construed as an overly 
heroic ect on her part. On the other hand, this study notes 
the asreement between the official statements of Mescow and 
the utterances of the French Communist Party. 





91 
begged the French and British leaders to listen to another 
advoeate of resistance, Vinston Churchill, 72 

After the apparent impasse of September 23, Mussolini 
seized upon a propesal of Chamberlain and sugrested that a 
meeting be held in Munich with representatives from Britain, 
France, Germany and Itely to settle the Czech rroblem. 
Soviet Russia, whe kad a Pact of Mutual Assistance with 
Ceecheslevekia, wag not only not invited, but was rot even 
informed beforehand of the impending conference.“* On the 
night of September 29-30, 1938, Chemberlain, Daladier and 
Mussolini handed over to Hitler the Sudeten Prevince of 
Ceechoslovakia. The Feur Power Pect, although never rati- 
fied, had in fact bteeome the directorate cf Furepe. Chaaber- 
lein returned home te Britein with an Anglo-German dec] arée~ 
tion of geod will and words sbout “peace in our time.’ 
Daledier, who was not the appeaser that wes Chamberlain, 
feared the wrath of France wher he returned to Paris. Ine 
stead, he was greeted with wild rejoicing and enthusiasm. 
The policy cf appeasements had consideratle support in both 


Britain and France. 
II. TRE COMMUNICTS &AFTFR PURTCH 
Following the Punich crisis, the French Communist 


Party stcod apart for its oppesition te the acte de bLrivardave 
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92 
accomplished at Munich. On Oetober 1, Thereg, Cachin me 
Ducios sent a message of swapathy to the Czech pecrle and 
the Czech Communist Party rerrettine their humiliation before 
Pitler.*- Criticism by the Party greatly ambarrassed the 
French Government, perhaps sericusly impinging vpon its 
conscience. Foreign Minister Ponnet confessed to United 
States Ambassador fullitt on October 3 thet he and Daladier 
hoped that new elections eculd he held socn go that the 
troublesome Gommunists could ba eliminated comrletely from 
the government majority. Bonnet meaned that it was “innos- 
sible to preduce a revival in France se long as every lite 
wes dependent on Communist votes. "** 

In the Chamber of Deputies on October 4, Gabriel 
Zz 

Peri had this to say about the Munich azreement.: 
Messieurs, cur last discussion on foreign policy 
was after the annexation cf Austria. Since that 
event, the map of Eurore has been revised under the 
menace and we dispose todey, in a quarter of ar 
hour, to express our opinion on this subject. We 
hope not te have to sanction, in a little while, by 
standing or sitting [te indicate cur vete], the os 
approval cf a new dictat or a rew coup de forces.*- 

Peri went on to warn the members of the Chamber of the 


danrers inherent in the Purich settlement. Ne stressed that 





<JPauvet, op. Git.» Pp. 236. 
“ktnited States Department of State, Poreisn Pela- 
tions cf the United States 1936 (Sashingter: Government 
nting Office, 1655), Vol. I, p. &&. 


“Y 
, “? Journal Official, Debats Parlementeires, Chambre 
des O¢putes, Session “xtraordinaire de 1y2¢, 4 Setotre, 
Gs 1531. 
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Hitler's domination of Czechoslovakia was a step in the 
directior cf the Rumanian oi] fields. The ertire Little 
Pnterte and the Belkans, he said, were threatened, 2° 

Later that seme day, the Chamber of Deputies backed 
the covernment in a vote of confidence over the Mumich arree- 
ment by the vote of 535 te 75, with 3 ebstenticng. Oppcsed 
were the Communmiste, cne Secialist and that conservatives 
nationalist, Henri de Kerillis.??7 

But the Socialists were moving further away from the 
Communists. In that same vear, at the Socialist Party econ- 
vention at Nantes, Paul Faure defeated Leon Blum and the 
Party adopted Faure's moticn advocating a pacifiet course 
abroad and cordemning collaboration with the Communists at 
home. The vote was 5,700 to 1,700, an indication cf the 
prevailing mocd in Frarce. France thus became, rather 
interestingly, the only democracy at that time with an 
appreciatie pro-Munich Left.*° On Cetebver 13, the bureau 
of the more mcderate Radical-~Secislista passed a declaration 
against the domestic and foreisn policy of the Communists. “7 
The Pepular Front was now indeed history. Only the Commun- 


dats, the Left wing of the Socialist Party, the C.€.T. and 





26thid. 


“les caud, op. eit.» Pp. 176. 


7F cailicus, “Frence Under Daladier,” New republic, 
1c (uly 26, 1939) Pe 327 . 


294 caud, Gps gate, pe iv¥. 





Gh 
a mincrity of Radical-Socialists and traditional Netionalists 
could be called anti-Munichois.?¥ By its unyielding atti- 
tude, the Communist Party lost a vreat number of the members 
geined between 1934 ant 193¢,°+ 
In Moscow, the Munich agreement was viewed as a 

Frelude either to s Huropeaen coelition against the Soviet 
Union or to the pranting to Germany of a carte blanche in 
the East.° La Journal de Rescow stated on Cetober 4: 

In effect France has with its own hands and without 
' having consulted the 'S°R snnulied the Soviet~-Czech 

pact and one cf the important elements cf a regional 

pact. . .. the iose of its allies and isolation-- 

this is the price which France will have wo pay for 

capitulatic: before the agrressor. 33 
This statement was interpreted by many as the Soviet method 
of ennouncine the end cf the PFranco-Soviet Pact. Paris, 
nowever, was not informed that this was, in fact, the 
official Puesian attitude.” 

Daledier, heving been accorded full pewers on 

October 5, seemed tc be firmly convinced that the Right was 


now definitely more patriotic than the Left. He swerved 





P07n4d., p. 10. 


Swario B Sinaudi, Jean-Marie Domenach and Aldo 
Garcsci, Communism in Hest rn Europe (Ithaca, N.Y.: Correll 
Iniversity Press, 2982), a 


a) 

FG4r ed jn Frederick L. Schuman, "Fear, Fascism and 
Appeasement,” Readiness in Soviet Foreign Folicy, ed. Arthur 
E. Adams (Boston: ®. C. Heath and Company, 1901) » teed Ade 

I Mews item in Current History, XLIX (Nevember 199¢), 
yp. 96, 
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increasingly to the Right. ?? On Octeder 21 he published 
emergency regulations which abolished the forty=hour week. 
On Cetotver 23 he sharply attacked the Communists. 

Teward the end of November, 1938, France was hit by 
& general strike in protest against the decree-laws of 
Daladier, the revaluation of gold and the increased working 
hours. Caladier put the blame or the Communists, whe no 
doubt supported the strike but were not necessarily the sole 
authors of it. Leon dauvhaux, secretary cf the €.G.T. and 
no Comamnist, wes said to be the mar most responsitle.°© 
Dealedier held firm and the feneral strike of Hovember 30 
collapsed in failure. This was yet ancther blow to the 
influence ard prestire ef the Cemmunist Party. 

Writing about this time for Natio , Genevieve Tabcuis 
saw some possible hope for the security of Durcpe through 
the Franeo-Scvyiet Pact. But, she wrete: 

The new and militant attitude of the working masses 
embarrassed tha nore conservative supporters of the 
alliance. The presence of the red flar and the 
resoundins strains of the “Internationale” at offi- 
cial patherings made the financiers, the tic indus- 
trialists, and the aristocrats think that France was 
moving toward communism and that the Franco-Coviet 
pact was the instrument which would bring about 
social revolution. They did ali they could te dis- 


creitit the alliance, and the disfavor with whith the 
English alwavs viewed it; they made it impossible 





2? Albert Guerard, France: A Yodern History {Ann 
Arber: The University of Michizan” Presa, 1559), p. 420. 


Opobert Dell, “New Directions in France,” Current 
History, XLIX (January 193¢), p. 1°. ee 1 








for the fovernment to Strengayen the pect by mili- 
tary or other conversations. 


The article went or te mention the fear of the aunpeewdeiee 
of being ‘seld te the Seviets.” If peints out that the 
pressure of bi¢ financiers had caused even the Popular Front 
seaders to ailow the Pact te “sink into the lethargy in 
which seemincly it Larruishes. "© 

But instead of gevine cleser to the Pussians, France 
geemed to meve closer te Germany. In December, 193%, 
Ribbentrop, the Cerman Foreien Minister came toc Paris end 
together with Cecrgre Senmnet on December 6 signed a Declara- 
tior of Friendly Relations which amovn ted to nothing more 
than a renersl statement of geod intestions ard good nelgh- 
borlinese between France and ferment .°” Historian Cuérard 
Calis it “a pathetic piece of méeke-believe which deceived 

no one." Years later, Feurice Therer called it “the frees 
hend for Germany in the Yast."** It is doubtful that this 
later accusation is true, but a pertion of the French press 
did caepeign shertiv after the slgning of the decument fer 


the formeticr of a Creater Ukraine state under Cermsn 





3" tenevieve 7 Tabouls, “That Franco-fcviet Pact,” 
Ration, CFYLYIII ( January 28, 1939)4 pe 115. 


ser 43. , DP. 116-116, 

2G 

“"Por the text of this Declaraticn, see Occuments and 
Materials Relating to the Eve of the Second World Tar (Yew 
York: Tnternational Publishers, Tyie), toi. IT, pp. 2: 4-285. 





“Weverard, Op. Cits, p. 420. 





bday asurice Therez, Pour L’Unien (Par Tditions 
Sociales, 1949), p. 3%. 
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influenee,** 


Tre French Communist Party was again frustrated in 
January, 1939, when Britain and France decided to recognize 
the goverrment cf General Franco. In the Chambers on Janu- 
ary 26, 1939, Daladier'a foreiem policy won approval while 
156 Socialists, 72 Communists and @. de Fert: llis disaprroved., 

On Mareh 15, 1935, Hitler established ‘ue German 
pretactorate cver Sohemia and Moravia. German trecpes, 
followed by llitler himself, had entered Prague, the former 
capital of Czechoslovaria. 

This time, the reaction of the Westo thie move of 
Hitler wee different. Chamberlain was shecked snd eppallied 
that Hitler was “no gentleman” and had gone baek or his word. 
Although he had been an appeaser, Chamberlain did net like 
being “cheated,” as Mr. Churchill put i it. *3 in Faria, the 
French Communist Party, feeling that its oppesiticn te 
Minich had beer: vindicated, published an open declaraticn 
eriticizing the Daladier gevernment: 

The Funichois government | eught te ferfeit its 

place to a true foverrment of France, capable of 
being resrected, capable of defending its interests 
anc honer. The French Communist Party calls urpen 
all te unite te guarantee the security ef the coun- 
try and to save peace. 

Without distinction ef political opinion cr of 


religious faith, Ce camunist , Secialist, Demccrats, 
Republicans, Cathclica, Jews and Protestants cucht 








42 ay exender Werth, Russia At War 1943-1945 (Vew 
York: Aven Hooks, 1964), p. 31. 


4“Schurchill, op. ¢it., p. 344. 








to rally together elbow to elbow. 
Let us unite to help France save the peace. 44 


Paladier soneht plenary powers to cope with the Ter 
situation. The Communists vigorously opposed this, but 
Daladier sot hie powers by a vote cf 321 to 264.%> 

In Warch, the Seviet Gevernmeant mace another attempt 
at collective security with the West. Litvinov preposed a 
six-power conference of the nations most directly involved 
tc consider this new Nitlerite aggression. ‘Tne Sritish 
Government, hewever, rejected this and propcsed instead the 
publication cf a jcint Anglo-Franco-Soviet-Polish declaraticn 
anmneuncing the intention cf the four to act jointly in case 
of danger to any European state. 4® On March 23 the OCermans 
occupied Nemel. 

The French Communists reacted by strenply favoring 
jcint action, especially between France, Great Britain and 


a o 
the Soviet Union. L'Humagnite headlined: “United, France, 





USSR and Great Britsin Ought te Inspire Confidence in All 
7 
f 


Fw 


ha 


P But the democracies were not about to 


Meneced Peoples. 
listen to the Communists, either in France or the U.5.S.EK. 
Diplomatic intercourse continued between the three powers, 


but on the part of Britein and France there was no urgency. 





me 
Lamont pare declaration in L'Humanite, Parch 17, 
1939. 
_& 7 
Oveus item in h'imenite, March 19, 1939. 
“Overth, Russia At War, r. 43. 
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It seems that at this point, Stalin tock ancther leck at 
Litvinov's pelicy ef collective security and found it lack- 
ing. Fer reasons known best to Stalin himself, he decided 
to explore other means of ccopirg with the German menace. To 
implement this new policy he breucht Viacheslav Molctoy te 


the fovist Poreien Office. 
TIT. MOLOTOY AND BIE Pact 


It was en May 4, 193%, that Litvinov resirened as 
Commisaar of Foreien Affeirs and cleered the way for Nolotcy 
to assume the post. FMolotev had been Premier (Chairman cf 
Pecple's Commissars) and a member of the Politburo. One of 
his first acts was to renew the offer of a triple alliance 
acainst Hitler te the British and French Ambassadors in 
Foscow. The French at this time were interested, but the 
British still were not. Finally, however, Chamberlain agreed, 
under pressure from the Left and the Laber Party, tc send a 
especial envey to Moscow. Ue was a Mr. William Strang, a 
foreirn policy advisor of Chamberlain. His arrival marked 
the besinning of prolonred negotiations on the issues of 


direct and indirect aggression in Poland and the Baltic 


states. ” 
In Paris, L'Humanité continued its campaign for the 
conclusion of an acsreement with the Soviet Unicn. id type 


ureed the Prench readers on July 2: 


A a 





-Svernadsky, cp. Cit., P 3b9K. 
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Quickly! The Aceord with the U.S.S.R. to save the 
peace. In Dangir, there is en influx cf arms and 
Nazi trocps. But in Paris and in Londen, the Mvunichois 
car, Sievip preyerang for Saw éaploulauimsso” 
’ | 
On the following dav: “Not a Second Munich But A Pact with 
the ussr, 7U On July 5 the paper cried, "Poland is in a 
state of leritimate defense.” + And on the following day, 
Gabriel Perd wrote, “The militarization of Danzig is the 
beginning of azeression. “?* 
While negotiations in Moscow still drarged on, 
Britain and France accepted the surgestion on July 25 to send 
their military and naval representatives tc Moscow for talks. 
The French Communists were in complete agreement. “Cuickly, 
the Pact!” read Gabriel Péri's column on Aurust 1,73 Two 
days later, his banner read, "A Nagi Flan for the Eneircle- 
ment of Poland."?” 
The Anglic-French military mission, no member cf 
whieh could be considered a top representative, finally 
arrived in Meseow on August 11. They possessed no written 


formal powers to conclude a military convernticn, much te the 


dismay of Yar Commissar Yorcshilov. He was likewise struck 





“9, tHumanite, July 2, 1939. 
POF thhym nite, July 3, 193%. 


‘ val 
9“eaitorial in L'fumanitée, July 6, 1939. 





PAT tOrial in L'Humanite, August 1, 1939. 





7 ‘a 
S4nditorial in L'Bumanite, August 3, 1939. 
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at the smaliness of the planned British commitment on the 
Continent to eid France.9? ‘The talks soon ran into diffi- 
culties over the issue of Russian trocps entering Foland and 
the Baltic stetes in the event of a German attack upon them. 
The British feared that this would open the way for the Red 
Army tec walk inte Furcpe. Furthermore, both Poland and the 
Baltic states refused to permit Scviet troops on their scil. 

In the meantime, the Soviet Government had been 
making gestures to Berlin on the subject of possible trade 
arreements with Germany. By July, it appears that Hitler 
had made up his mind to atteek Pcland, and in the same month 
the German and Soviet representatives began talks on a néw 
trade agreement. According to George Kennar, it was at this 
point that the Germans, in private talks, began to pressure 
the Russians for an agreement which would give the U.5.5.8. 
imaunity from invelvement in any impending war in Eastern | 
hurcpe. °° On August 21, 1939, a trade agreement was signed, 
while on the sese evening it was announced thet Cerman 
Foreign Minister von HRibbentrep was flying to Poscow to sign 
a Non-Agzressicn Fect with the Soviet Union. 

In France, the Communist Party was completely taken 
by surprise. Aceording te Jacques Fauvet, the French Com- 
munists were tcoth reorly infermed and i11 prepared for this 


9Reloff, op. cit., Vol. TI, p. 26h. 


SoReor S Pad O17-1Gh) 
feorge F. Fennan, Seviet Foreigm Folicy izly-ib4) 
(Princeton, N.d.: 0D. Van Nostrand Company, Inc., 1960), 
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turn of events.°! The result was profound disacreemert as 
to the reaction te be taken by the Party. On the day follow- 
ing the announcement of the impending pact, L'Numenité con- 
teined not cne editerial ccument by Maurice Thorez, Jacaues 
Duclos or Gabriel Peri. Péri, it is said, stayed in his 
effice for three days, completely overwhelmed by the news." 
On September 23, L'Humanite finally made comment cn 
the forthcoming pact with the Nesis. Headlines read: 
Success for the Soviet Folicy of Firmness. The Mos- 
cow Negotiations between the USSE and Cermany Serve 
the Cause cf Peace in Europe. 


1d Londons 


hs 


But then added, “Withecut further delay, Paris a 


pe 
« 


ghould sign now the Frenco-Anglo~Seviet Pact. °7 


~oY 


Cn the following day, the Communist organ noted that 
nesotiations between Ribbentror and Molotov had opened but 
pointed out that there was no rupture in the conversations 
between the Soviet Union and the British and french military 
delegation, © 

Indeed the talks with Britain and France were con- 
tinuing, elthourh the military missions were still besged 


down over the intransigence of Poland and Rumanie. It was 


on August 21 that Cenerel Deumenc, the senior French 


??Panvet, op. @it., fF. Zh. 
58a aq, 
S74 Yymanite, August 23, 1939. 


~ P rh 
CCE ews item in L'Bumanite, Ausust 24, 1939. 
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military representative, had received a telerram from French 
Premier Deladier who had been exerting strong influence on 
the Polish Ambassador in Paris. The telerrem, in effect, 
gave General Doumene the anthorigation to go shead and sign 
a military convention and to agree to the undertaking on 
Poland's behalf. The Pelisn Government had not authorised 
this and, in fact, three days later indicated that it did 
not and would not agree, &l The Soviet Government did not 
accept Ceneral BDoumenc's commitment bert rather insisted cn 
a direct suthcrization frem Poland and Rumania. This wes 
net. forthcoming and on the night of August 23, 1939, the 
Soviet Government simed the Nene-Arcrpression Pact with 
Germany. It was published to the world the followine dav. 

L'Humarite had written this for publication on 

August 25: 

We are in favor of resistance to all acts of argres- 

sion and the Communists are ready tc fulfill their 

duties as Frenchmen in the framework of the enrare~ 

ments contracted by their country. If Poland is 2 

attacked, the treaty with her must come into piaey. 
But the French public did net read it because publication of 
L'Humanite was suspended by decree law on August 25 and the 
edition was seized. On the same day, Britain proclaimed a 
formal treaty with Poland while both French and British 
Governments made all preparations for war as Cermany in- 


creased her pressure on Poland. The French Communists were 


Eg 





Cleeloff, op. cit., Vol. TI, pp. 26%+271. 


S2editorial in L'iumanité, August 25, 1939. 
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confused. After years of campaigning for resistance to 
Hitlerite Cermany, the Soviet-Nazi Pact was not viewed as 
a change in the fiUndemental conflict with fasciem. Party 
leader aurice Thoreg, in a communique issued or the same 
day as L'iymenite's suspensicn, stated that the pecple cf 
France were united. Indeed, the Communists would te in the 
front rank in the struggle against Germany if Hitler were to 
unieesh war. Furthermore, he said, the Communist Party 
approved the measures taken vy the government to seferuard 
the frontiers and to bring aid, if necessary, te Poland, the 
@lly of France. As for the Seoviet-German Fact, it was 
simply a device of Stalin to fracture the aggressors (Germany, 
Italy and Japan), hitherto united under the ¢nti-Cemintern 
Pect. ©? 

Shertiy after the Soviet-Nazi Pact was simned, semi- 
official sources in Germany stated that the France-Seviet 
Pact was incompatible with the Soviet-Mazi Pact and therefore 
was mo lenger in force. On Angust 28 the French Ambassador 
in Boscow, M. Naggier, was informed by the Covliet Government 
that the Franco-Soviet Pact ef 1935 had already been rendered 
mull and veid by the Fraenco~German “Non-Aggression Pact’ of 


December 6, 1932, 04 So ended the Pact which might have 





ae 


O3 news item in the New York Times, August 26, 193%. 
See also Fauvet, ops cit., p» 252. This same tack was echoed 
by Mareel Cachin in an open letter to Lecn Blum. ‘See 
Beloff, cr. cit., Vol. II, p. 2&7. 


i 
Shmeioff, op. cit., Yel. IT, vr. 272. 
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contained Hitler. 
IY. WAP *ND THE BANNING OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY 


Germeny invaded Poland on September 1, 1939, thus 
setting cff the spark which ienited World War Ii. ‘The French 
Communist Party continued te meintain its nationalistic and 
patrictic cutlock. On the same dav thet Hitler unleashed his 
war machine, the Party passed @ resolution welcoming the 
Seviet=-Cerman Pact but alse favoring aid to Poland. & On 
September 2, the Party's parliamentary croun voted with the 
sovernment for war credits, enthusiastically applauding 
Daladier's moving patriotic speech. On the following day, 
Britain, fcllowed by France, declared war on Germeny. Dala- 
Gier was given additional plenary powers tc implement the 
war effort. 

In tne days which followed the Communiste answered 
faithfully their call to active duty with the militarv. 

Even Thorez rercrted on September 3 te his unit.©° warcel 
Cachin essured Leon Blum in an open letter: 
We were the first to proclaim the necessity of makine 
every sacrifice to strike down ar ee Nazism. 


We shail not cease to proclaim it. ¥e regeive our 
mets d'ordre cnly from the French people. 


SSpeioff, Loe. cit. 


Sbrcuvet, cp. cit met 3 PE. 25 5<256, 

Ooi ted in Beloff, loc. cit., and Maurice oo ah 
Folitt que p Russe 9% le Per rti Communiate Frangais } G20~19h 
aris, 1 £9 2 om 45. 
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For some reason, the French Communist Party was not 
aware that “Moscow viewed the war between Germany, on the one 
hand, and France, Britain and Peland, on the other, as an 
“imperialist war.” Later thet seme autumn, the Perty was 
accused of not realizing the “communist sirnificance” of the 
events cf fugust, 1939. They were judged wreng for net 
recognizing er “imperialist war, fer voting military credits, 
for not protesting against the reactionary policies of 
Daladier, for speaking of collective security and mutual 
assistance. From every indication, the Prench Communist 
Party was not fully aware of Moscow's chense of attitude 
teward Germany until the middie of September, 1939. 

On Gaeptember 17, 1929, the Red Army invaded Poland 
from the eest on the pretext of centrelling chaos in Poland 
and preventing the persecution cf the none-Polish minority in 
the eastern part of that beleagvered country. This time 
the Party seemed prerared. On the day following the invasion 
by the Russians, the Central Committee of the French Party 
accleimed the liberation of the Ukraine and Byvelorussie. 

Then it tock aim at France. ‘The Prench state had fone to 
war, thev cherred, without the censent of Perliament and the 
Farty therefore demanded the convening cf the Chambers to 
axa@aine the peace propesitions of the Soviet futon.” 


Henceforth, the Communists denounced France and Sritain as 





68ranvet, Ope eit., EP e 256-257. 
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‘fomentors of the war” and openly endorsed the Russian 
invasion of easterr Poland. It was also at this time that 
geveral Cosmunist leedera, including Therez, deserted their 
units./Y Within the reriod of a few weeks, the uncompro- 
misine bellirerency of the Partv turned tc uncompromising 
pacifism. The Party which had been praising Poland for its 
resistant attitude, which had praised England and Frence for 
the guarantees to Poland, which had been insisting on an 
elliance with the Soviet Union to pretect Poland, now referred 
to Polend as “that prison of the peoples, that ‘multi- 
national state,’ “thet artificiel creation of Versailles,’ 
and called the war cf Britein and France arainst Germenyv 


“not a way of the people, but of high finance.” 2 


os cr 





rore: later turned up in Mescew. é&fter the war, 


he returned to Frence, wes pardoned by de Gaulle who alsc 
gave him & post in the poet-war cabinet. Thores remained 
active in the leadership of the French Communist Party until 
his death on duly 12, 196k, 


“nndré Marty, The Triel of the French Communist 
Deputies (Londen: Laurence and Wisharr, Ltd., 1941), p. 1%. 
Tt is not known for certain why the Party was not aware of 
Stalin's intentions te make a pact with the Cermans but it 
is clear that while the French Commaunists were taken by 
surprise in August, they were prepared for the events of 
that Jertember. PFavvet claims that the task of convincing 
the Party in September of the soundneas cof Moscow's actions 
was the work of the Comintern representative in Frence, a 
Ceech known as “Clement.® See Fauvet, op. cit., p. 257. 
fmether author, Alfred Rieber, Stalin and the French Commun- 
ist Party 1941-1947 (New York: Columbia University Press, 
1962), p. &, says that the complete volte-face of the French 
Communist Party can be dated from Septemher 2, the date of 
the return of the French Comsaurist, Ravmond Guyot, from 
Moscow with new instructions for the Pert. 
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The complete shift of the Party was too much fcr some 
of its members ard fits friends. Sv the end of fAurust, two 
Communist Deputies resicned from the Party, to be followed 
in September by another. /@ The General Confederatican of 
Labor condemned the Soviet-Nari Pact and, after the events 
of September, broke off its reletions with the Party. “Col- 
laboraticn,” seid the labor organization, “is no lonrer 
possible with those who would nct or could not condemn such 
an attitude which denies the principles of humaine solidarity 
which are the honer of cur Labor movement. 7’? 

The French Communist Party did not have lonr to 
proclaim its new stand, for on September 26, 1939, the Party 
was banned by decree-law. Within the week that followed the 
séeventvetwo Communist Deputies and two Senators were expelled 
from Parliament becauee cf the Party's denuncia’ion ef the 
“impertalist~ war, 4 The war, they claimed later in clandes- 
tanely published material, was the fault of men like Deladier 
and Bonnet. In an open preciamation, the Communist Party 
leveled ite charres: 

We accuse the Daladier-Bennet gang of having sabee 
taged the Francc-Sovist Mutual Assistance Pact whien 
was an essential guarantee of peace and security 


for cur country. We accuse them of haring syetemat- 
ically rejected end brought te rcurht the repeated 
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Thee "Plight From the Communists,” Living Age, 
COCLVIIT (July 1940), p. 45€, and Farty, on. cit. 
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propesals of the Seviet Unior for the organieation 
of collegtive security and peace, as cur people 
desired, ¢ 
The French Communist Party had lived through nearly 
nineteen vears with the Third French Republic. For nearly 
the last four years cf its life befere its official banmnish- 
ment, the Party had striven to strengthen the position ¢f 
France and the Oeviet Union acainet Cermany end to enhances 
the position of the democracies against fascism. In its 
last yeer@wjand-a-half, it strove in vain te effect an alli- 


ance between the Soviet Union and the old Entente Cordiale. 





it. failec. fmnd after failing, it turned upon the Prench 


Gevermment and the French people. 










ice (New Yerk: 


7otndré Marty, Who Betrayed F 
) FP e Lue 21 e 


Workers Library Publishers, Ine., 1940 





CHAPTER ¥ 
CONCLUSIONS 


The French Communist Party in the latter Nineteen 
Thirties was indeed an influence on the foreign relations 
of the French Republic, but not directly and not in the 
positive sense. The presence and strength of the Party 
contributed significantly and inadvertantly to the weak. 
ness of French leadership during this period. 

The growing strength of the French Communist Party 
in the mid and late 1930's was not the result of efforts 
by Moscow but was rather the result of French backwardness 
in social legislation, and a dislike on the part of some 
Frenchmen for the fasciam and national socialism of Musso- 
lini and Hitler. The Communist Party had a firm policy for 
social reform and for maintaining peace. The French work- 
ing class was in favor of both and many of them saw in the 
noisy Communists a group which might possibly accomplish 
those goals. Hence, the strong position of the Party 


during these years, 
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The position of the Communist Party on various 
foreign policy isaues during these years would appear 
in hind-sight to be noble and commendable. They were 
in favor of an alliance between France and the Soviet 
Union, They were against the reintroduction of conscrip- 
tion in Germany. They were against Laval's policies of 
accommodation with Germany and Italy. They were 
opposed to Laval'sa tolerance of the fascist leagues. 
They condemned Mussolini's comquest of Ethiopia. They 
gave their support to the Soviet Government for the rati- 
fiedtion of the France-Soviet Pact. They complained of 
French inaction when Hitler remilitarized the Rhineland, 

The elections of the Spring of 1936 gave the 
Communiats seventy~two seats in the Chamber of Deputies 
but although the Communists were part of the victorious 
Popular Front coalition, they chose not to participate in 
the Government, The Civil War, which began in Spain only 
a few months after the Popular Front took the reins of 
power in France, was the first crushing defeat, by impli- 
cation, for the Communists. Gradually at first, but . 
increasi:giy as the months passed, the Communists sought 
to strike down the fascist-supported forces of General 
France. They were completely unsuccessful. 

Hitier's annexation of Austria trought another 


call fer action from the Commimists but France did nothing. 
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As the Hitlerian threat moved east toward Czechoslovakia, 
the Party pledged their support to the Czechs as the 
Seviet Union unsuccessfully called for an anti-Nazi Front. 
The Party begged British and Freneh leaders to reject 
Hitler's demands upon Caechoslovakia and heaped shame upon 
these men who met at Munich. In that last sad year before 
Hitler invaded Poland, it was the French Communist Party 
which called so often for the defense of Poland and the 
formation of an Anglo-France-Soviet Alliance tc stop the 
march of Hitler in Hurope. The alliance never was formed 
and World War II was fought in Burope to crush the ever. 
expanding power which was Hitler's, 

The French Communist Party waa clearly a complete 
failure in foreign policy during this era, Its desires 
rarely saw fulfillment. Why? Becaue, first and ebviously, 
the Communist Party was not strong enough to impose its 
will upon the Government. And secondly, because the 
Communist Party was strong enough to cast fear into the 
hearts -f its political opponents so as to make these 
opponents shun any course of action favored by the Com. 
munists. 

The Communist Party in France was radical; it was 
noisy; it was militant, It openly admired a foreign power 
which since the Revolution of 1917 was sorely distrusted 


and despised by the majority of Frenchmen. The Communist 
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Party in 1934-1935 suddenly stole the anti-German thunder 
away from the right-wing Frenchmen who, in their attempt 
to disassociate themselves from the Communists, forced 
themselves into becoming pro-~German and pro-Nazi. We have 
seen that the parties of the Left, notably the Socialists 
and the Radicals, in their anti-fascist zeal and in the 
hope of righting the social disorders of France, formed 
the Popular Front with the Communists. But the coalition 
lasted, for all practical purposes, for only eighteen 
months. One of the main reasons for its lack of success 
as a Front of the Left was that the Communists were such 
disreputable bed-fellows., Socialists and Radicals found 
themselves embarrassed too much and too often by the 
Communists, Whether they desired it or not, the Communists 
were identified with the territle wave of strikes in 
France, with the atrocities of the Spanish Reds, with the 
Russian purges, with dying for Danzig and finally with 

the Soviet-~Nazi Pact. Their advocacy of Sovieta every- 
where, even to the display of a flag for a Soviet France, 
was too much to tolerate. As a result, even the French 
Left had to move Right to stay clear of the Communists. 
This was the real influence of the French Communist Party-- 
anti-Comeunist forces of all political descriptions were 
forced to the Right, and gave the Third French Republic a4 
foreign policy which was not only Rightist but so anti- 
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Communist that it became an appeasing, weak, ineffectual 
policy which relied upon Great Britain for complete 
guidance. 
Jean-Marie Jomenach, in his essay on French 

Communi sm* makes a most interesting comment about the 
French Communist Party in the post-¥orld war II days 
of the late 1940's, He states that communism and anti- 
communism divided France in such a way that anti- 
communism, "by a sort of internal logic moves progressing- 
ly toward the right.’ Then he adds; 

The dialetic of Communism and anti-Communism 

i makes impossible the existence of a non-Communist 

left which will not be absorbed by the Communist 

Party or forced toward the right, This dialectic 

has greatly facilitated the Communist party's 

effort to monopolize the forces of the left,2 
True! And in the same manner, it appears that the French 
Left of the late 1930's recoiled from the communists and 
advocated or tolerated policies of which they otherwise 
might not have dreamed, 

it seems reasonable, then, to make this assump. 


tion: if the Communist Party in France during the years 
1934-1939 had been insignificant, then: 





1 

Marie Sinaudi, Jean-Marie Domenach and a.do 
Garosci, Communism in Western a e (Ithaca, N.Y. 
Cornell University p. 146, 
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Ibid, 
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The French nationalists would have 
continued to be nationalists to the 
consternation of Hitler. 


The French conservatives would have re« 
mained conservative, but they wuld have 
been deprived of their anti-Left ammuni- 
tion supplied by the vocalizations and 
machinations of the French Communist 
Party. Some conservatives would have 
chosen fascism as a solution to domes- 
tic preblems, but on the other hand, 
fascism would not have been supposed 

as the only alternative te the com. 
munist threat. 


The French Centre could have recognized 
the wisdom of domestic social reforms 

in France. They would not have con. 
fused social justice with surrendering 

to the Communists to the extent thet they 
did, 


The French Radical-Scecialists could have 
found more common ground with the 3.F.1.0., 
unembarrassed by the Communist association, 


The Secialists under Leon Blum, could 

have enjoyed more respect, more conficence 
from the French people. They could have 
adopted a pelicy of aiding the Madrid 
government without fear of fascist-or 
Rightist-inspired insurrection in France, 
Or, their pacifist beliefs could have 
permitted them to adopt the policy cf non. 
intervention without apologizing for it. 


The Popular Front coalition could have 
adopted a firm policy toward Germany; 

could have taken seriously and strengthened 
the Pact with Russia. The coalition 

could very well have relied upon Great 
Britain for the lead in foreign policy 

but it would not have had to bear the 
burden of pleasing the Tories by frus- 
trating their own Communists associates, 
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The foreign policy of the French Republic would 
have been different if the Communists had been weaker if 
they had been less important. 


I. FAILURE OF THE FRANCO.SOVIET PACT 


The Franco-Soviet Pact of Mutual Assistance is a 
prime case in point which deserves special attention. 
This pact was born of fear of Germany on the part of both 
France and the Soviet Union. The Pact was clearly anti. 
German, Litvinovts policy of collective security and 
France's desire for a complete alliance system which wouid 
hold Germany in perpetual check set the conditions for a 
renewal of the old Franco-Russian Alliance, Although the 
Pact of 1935 was no real substitute for an Sastern 
Locarno, it was seen as the seed which could possibly grow 
into something which could take the place of an Eastern 
Pact. The Soviet Union sought to become the ally of the 
greatest power in Aurcope and hence deter German aggression, 
while the France of Louis Barthou sought to gain Soviet 
assistance, render the revival of Rapallio impossible, 
and bolster her Pelish and Czech allies. But Barthou did 
not live to make this an instrument of French foreign 
policy. In the critical years between his death and World 
War II, the Quai d'Orsay was occupied by men, like Laval, 
Delbos and Leger who did not look to a Russian connection 


of the vigorous type. 
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The Franco~Soviet Pact of 1935, the work of 
the nationalist and ccnservative that was Barthou, 
could perhaps have prevented World War II if the Pact 
had been firmly applied and implemented by both parties. 
From ali indications the Russians took the Pact rather 
seriously. The Soviet Union warned repeatedly between 
1935 and 1939 that if the West failed to take advan- 
tage of Moscow's willingness to collaborate in the 
organisations of collective security, it might soon be 
too late. It was France who chose to make the Pact weaker 
than the Russians had hoped and who refused to take mean. 
ingful and concrete steps to give the Pact the strength 
and power to deter Hitler. 

But France hesitated and nothing was ever done 
to make the Pact a strong connection, even in the mili- 
tary sense. There were several reasons for this. First 
of all it must be admitted that France, from the days cf 
Barthou and Laval, had been striving for links with 
Italy as well as Russia. After the Atyssinian crisis 
shattered the Franco-Italian detente of 1935, France was 
_ left with Russia alone, and this state of affairs tended 
to be rejected by latent French prejudices against Russia. 
Secondly, Britain was never enthusiastic over the Pact. 


France constantly feared that any strengthening of the 
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Pact might be viewed by Britain as a violation of Locarnc 
and cause a British withdrawal from it. The growing power 
of the French Communist Party increased British sus. 
picions and ied the French Government to resist endanger-~ 
ing the British guarantee. And finally, it was the sur. 
prising gains made by the Communist Party in 1936 which 
scotched the chances of making the Pact a powerful instru- 
ment of deterrence or punishment. 

it has been mentioned that the presence of the 
Communist Party in such strength tended to drive all 
political factions further to the right. It seems also 
to be true that anything asscciated with the Communists 
became tainted or infected with the stench of communism, 
To a large degree, this is what happened to the France- 
Soviet Pact. Such a Pact in the hands of conservatives 
roused the suspicions of enly a few, But in the hands of 
a Popular Front Government which owed such a large 
degree of support to the Communists, such a Pact was al- 
most intolerable as a scrap of paper, much less as a 
Fact strengthened by military conventions. For this 
reason, the French Foreign Office and the French 
Government after 1936 chose not to broach the matter. The 


Communists were enough trouble already. 
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tually led to the signing of the pact. 


Gittler, L.F. “France Finds a Huey Long,” Current 
Histery, ALY, April 1937, pp. 60-2. 
An article on Jac ues Deriot, the ex- 


Communist, who founded the nagi-like French 
Popular Party. 
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Guérard, Albert. ‘The French Bourgeoise and Communism," 
Yale Review, XXVIII, No. 3, March 1938, pp. 557.67. 


A sympathetic treatment of the Communist 
Party in the Popular Front era. <According to 
the author, the Communists were faithful in 
supporting the government, law and order, 


Hughes, Randolph. "France and the Preaent Conflict of 
Ideals,” The Nineteenth Century, 118:675-7u4, 


December 1535. 


Concerns French opinion on the Italo. 
Abysgian dispute, especially the view cf the 
Right. 


Laval, Pierre. "France and the athiopian Crisis,’ 
Vital Speeches, 2:5-6, October 7, 1935. 


Lavai's speech at Geneva in which he 
regretfully agrees to back Britain ageinst 
Musselini's “thicpian adventure. 


Maurois, André. "Paradox of French Communism” Current 
History, ALI, November 1938, pp. 27-42. 


The author attempts to explain why French- 
men vote for the Communists although they are 
hardly inelined toward that philosophy. In 
his view, the “little people” vote Comuunist 
6) that the representatives would not be se- 
duced by the “big people’ in Paris. 


ew Republic, 68: 269-7, Sctober 14, 1936. 


A discussion cof the Spanish Civil War 
crisis as it affected the Popular Front and 
the Communists in particular. 


Philip, André. “The Shifting Status of French Labor,’ 
Poreign Affairs, 17:740-52, July 1939. 


A report on the sitedown strikes of 1536 
anu the status of the French working class in 
the late 193u's. 


Simends, Frank H, “The Year's Tangled Jiplomacy, ‘ 
Current History, 4LIII, January 1936, pp. 345-52. 
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An excellent summary of international puoli- 
tics for the year 1935. Foints up that French 
statesmanship could only stand idly by while 
power slipped from their hands. 


Steel, Johannes, "Leon Blum," Current History, 
August 1936, pp. 62-4. 


A Sympathetic treatment of Bium's first 
eoupie of months in office. 


Tabouis, Genevieve. “That France-Soviet Pact,’ Nation, 


A thoughtful study on why France would nut 
strengthen her connection with the U.5.2.R. 


aebb, Korton,. 'New Deal: French Style,“ Current 
History, ALVI, June 1937, pp. 45-54. 


A rather glowing account of the first year 
of Blum's Government with the note that at 
least two years will be re uired before Plum 
ean effect the necessary measures to upoate 
Frevch social legislation, 


werth, Alexancer. ‘French Fascism,“ Foreign Affairs, 
15214154, Sctober 1936. 


Deseribes the nature of the French fascist ieagues 
and the decree of the Blum Gevearnment which dissolved 
them, The auther does consider the Leagues a 
danger te France but not the Communists. 


. “The Front Populaire in ge lt 


Foreign Affairs, 15:608-18, July 1937, 


Comments on the "Pause* initiated by Blum 
in his program of social reform and the com- 
plications occasicned by extremists of the 
Left and Right. 


. (‘'R, Chautemps Cries 'wolf',” Current History, 
KXLVIII, March 1938, pr. 24-26. 





Covers the fall of Chautemps’ Government in 
January 1438 and Blum's attempts at forming a 
liaticnal Government. 
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. ‘Atver the Popular Front,’ Foreign Affairs, 
17:13-26, Ceteber 1938. 

werth reviews the accomplishmeits of the 
Popular Front. Governments and ventures to say 
that the bourgeoise in France are not as 
afraid of the Front Fopulaire as they were 
two years before. 


3. Newspapers 
The New York Times, February 1934-September 1939. 


I¥, STUDIES PUBLISHED AFTER THLE PERICD 


i. Oiplomatic History 


Albrecht-Carrié, René, France, Suro rope and the Two worle 
Wars, New York: Harper and Brothers, 1961. 


An excellent account of diplomacy between 
the wars, with emphasis on the role sf France 
and her graduai decline to that of being the 
object of pressures from without. 


. A Diplomatic History of surope Since the 
Congress of Vienna. New York: Harper and how, 
Publishers, Inc., i958. 





A recognized, comprehensive text of Eurcpean 
Ciplomatic history which was used as a general 
reference text in the preparation of this thesis. 


Carr, Sdward Hallett. German-toviet Relations Between 
the Two World Wars, 191$-1939, Baltimore: The 
Johns Hopkins Press, 1951. 


A useful text for cross-referencing events 
in France with those relations between Germany 
and the Toviet Union. 


. international Relations Between the Two sorld 
Hars 1919-1939. London; Macmillan anc Company, 
Ltd., 1963. 
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& delightful, excellent, yet short account 
of the inter-war pericd which was used fre uently 
in the preparation of the thesis to maintain a 
Eeneral picture of the historical events in the 
time studied. 


Craig, Gordon A, and Felix Gilbert (eds.). The Diplo- 


Bats 1929-1939, 2 vols, New York: theneun, 
1963. 


These texts contain some two dozen essays 
on the major diplomats and foreign policies of 
the major states curing the inter.jwar period, 
Particularly useful were the stucies on Litvincy, 
Léger and Coulondre. 


Taylor, A.d.P. The Origins of the Seewnd world bar. 
Greenwich, Comn.: Faweett Publications, 1961. 


A study which denies that Hitler had 4@ pre- 
eanceivec plan for the con uest of Europe but 
Simply acted boidly and successfully as events 
unfolded, This text was useful as a background 
for this stucy in that it points up the thecry 
that statesmen are too absorbed by events to 
conceive a system, 


2. French History ami French Commnisn 


Atkinson, Littleton B. ‘Communist Influence on French 
Rearmament.’ Jocumentary Research Civision, 
Research Studies Institute, Air University, 
December 1955. 


this paper is a study of the opposition to 
French rearmament inthe 195C's but it contains 
an excellent analysis on why Frenchmen join sor 
yore with the French Communist Party. 


Cameron, Elizabeth R. Prologue to Appeasement. Washing- 
ton: American Councii on Public Affairs, 1942. 


An excellent study of French foreign policy 
and an indictment against French fascists am 
proto-fascists who became the dupes of Hitler. 


Cathala, Jean. They Are Betraying Peace. Noscow: 
Literaturnaya Gaseta, 1951. 


This book, purpertedly written by a convert 
to Communism, is a pitiful, yet unintentionally 
humerous diatribe on anti -Russianisn ag it exXistec 
in France before the war. seopding to this text, 
Britain anc France bribed and black-~mailed 
Hitler into attacking Poland, then Russia, Louis 
Barthuu is considerec the only non-Communist 
Freuch patriot from 1934 until after the war. 


Caute, Javid, Communism and the French Intellectuals 
1914-1965, New York; ‘The Macmillan ¢ Company, 
196). 


Primarily a study of the attraction /f 
Gommunism for the French inteilectual, ale 
though some parts were ugeful in the develop 
ment of this thesis, 


Ceyrat, Maurice. La SS a Russe et le Parti Com. 
muniste Francais 1920-1945. Paris: neh... 1946. 


An cbjective study of Cc tnrund sra in Frat 
over a tweniy-five ycar period, Cnfortunate! ly, 
the years 1934.3% are covered in twenty-seven 
pages. 


Cole, Hubert. Laval: A Biography. First American 
edition, ‘Mew York: &.P. Putnam's fons, 1963. 





= 


A fairly recent anc objective Lock at the 
controversial Laval, 


Fauvet, Jacques, Histoire du Parti Communiste Frangais. 
2 vols. Evreux: Librairie “artheme Fayard, 19¢64—- . 


Volume 1 is a comprehensive and objective 
history of the Party from 1917 to 1939. This 
text was of the utmost vaiue in the preparation 
of this thesis. 


Gagnon, Faul A. France Since 178¢. New York: Harper 
and Row, 1964. 


A recent history of Prance with Gome gooa 
insights into the Pepular Front era, 
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Guérard, Albert. France: A Modern History. Ann Arbor: 
| The University of Michigan Press, 1959. 


This author gives no sympathy to the French 
Right for their conduct. during the prewar 
periog, while he attributes little or no 
blame to the Communists, 


Herbette, Francois, L'ixperience Marxiste en France 
1936-1938. Paris: ditions M. Th. Genin, 1959. 


This author states that the presence oF a 
large CUcmmunist delegation during the late 1930's 
created a terrible danger for France. Sy divid- 
ing the Freach energies, by turning parties 
against themselves and by systematic excitation, 
the Communists brought mothing but frustration 
to France, 


Howard, John Cldred, Parliament and Foreign Policy in 
France. London: The Cresset Presa, 1948. 


A @mall section of this text treats the 
perioé under study. The author emphasizes 
the influence of internal politics and the 
reliance upon Great Britain in the determina- 
tion of French foraign policy during the 
period, 


In Search of France. Center for International Affairs, 
Narvard University. Cambricge: Harvard University 
Press, 1963. 


An excellemt collecticn of essays on Frane. 
aspecially useful was Jean-Raptiste Buroselle's 
"Changes in French Foreign Policy Since 1945," 
which contained an excelient introduction covar- 
ing the reasons for the fall of France in 194u. 


Miveaud, Charles 4, ‘The French Right and Nazi Germany 


A EI 8 


1933-1939. New York: Octagon Beoks, Inc., 1964. 


Griginally published in i943 by duke Uni- 
versity, this text is a brillant study of the 
French Hight and how they became pro-fascist 
and projHitler at the expense of French security 
because they were so frightened by Communian. 

One of the most valuable texts in the preparation 
of this thesis. 





Rieber, Alfred J. Stalin and the French Communist Party 
1941-1947. New York; Columbia University Press, 
1962, 


Although this author has written: primarily 
on events subsequent to Hitler's invasicn of 
Russia, his summaries cf events leading to this 
date are excellent. Likewise, he makes some 
poignant observations on the frustrations of 
the French Conmunist Party to emtisfy their 
twn national desires in the face of cuntrary 
instructions from Moscow Guring the post-war 
period, It is believed that the Farty hac simi- 
lar frustrations before the war. 


Rossi, A, A Communist Farty in d&ction, Trans. and ed. 
Willmoore Kendall, New Haven: Yale University Press, 
i947. 


An excellent treatment of the French Communist 
Party 1939-1945, but also containing a sumary 
of Communist activities from Munich te Hitler's 
avasion of Russia. 


Saures, Georges et Guy Laborue. onie de ia Faix 1935- 
i$39. Paris: Libraire Pian, 1942. 


An anti-Soviet ami pro.Vichy account of why 
France behaved as she did prior te the war, 


fcutt, *#illiem Cvans, Alliance Against Hitier, Jurham, 
%7.0.; Onuke University Preas, 1962. 


A “ueteailed and scholarly account of the France. 
Soviet Pacts of 1932 and 1935 which could have teen 
written in 1936 as it makes wo effort to tie the 
pacts in with the tragic events of the following 
three years. 


Shirer, william L. Midcentury Journey. Mew Yora: Farrar, 
vtraus and Young, 1952. 
The future author of The Rise and Fail of 


the Third Reich revisits eurcpe and reminisces 
On on pre.war days. 






youu 









\ 
; 
* 
} 
fh 
4 


C 






LIS 


Simon, Yves R. The Road to Vichy 1918-1936. Trans, 
James A. Corbett and and George J. “MeMorrow, New 
York: Sheed and ward, 1942. 


Ancther indictment of the French Right which 
abherred the thought that a victory over the 
enemies of France coulu be at the same time a 
victory for Soviet Russia. 


Thorez, Maurice. Pour L'Union. Paris: MSditicns 
350eiales, 1949. 


A post-war French Cummunist publication 
which ineludes an abreviated Communist version 
of why France ceclined in the years before the 
war. 


valter, Gérard. Histoire Su Parti Conmuniste Hrangais. 
Paris: aAimery Somogy, “1948. 


A friend} Ly treatment of the Prench Communist 
Party but it is not particularly detailed for 
the period 1934-1939. An excellent chronology 
of this period is given at the back of the beok. 


Willard, Germaine. urSle de Guerre et La Trahison 
de Vichy. ry iditions Sociales, 1960, 


An after-~the-fact, Communist version of 
French foreign and domestic affairs which led 
to defeat at the hands of Germany. 


Zéevaes, Alexandre, Histoire du =2ehal ion et du Compruni sie 
en France de 187. a 1947. ~ Paris Witions 
France-émpire, » Late 


& comprehensive study of Seclalism and Com- 
muniam in France over 4 perioa of thres- uarters 
af a century. Coverage of the 1934-1939 period 
is rather brief, 


3. Foreign Relations and History of the U.3,5.2. 


Adams, Arthur £, (ec.). Readings in Soviet Foreign 
Policy. Boston: O.S, Heath, i961, 
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Frederick L, ochmun's article gives.an 
interesting interpretation of the Soviet 
Union's attituce toward the vest during the 
inter-war years. 


Beloff, Max. Zhe Foreign Kolicy of coviet. Rupais 
192421939. 2 vols. London; Oxford University 
Presa, 1947-49. 


A well annotated and objective work on 
Soviet Foreign policy prior te World War II. 
Both volumes were particularly useful in pre- 
paring this thesis 


Bouscareu, Anthony Trawick, ‘Soviet Foreign Policy: 
A Pattern of Persistence. “ew York: Fordham 
University Press, 1962. 


A *pretracted conflict’ type study of 
Soviet foreign policy which draws freely from 
Setonesatson and Borkenau. The author is of 
the opinion that Stalin began to move toward 
a pro~German crientation shortly after Anschluss 
and Blum's second resignation. 


Cattell, Yavie T, Seviet Jiplomacy and the Spanish 
Civil war. Berkeley: Vniversi ty y of California 
Press, 1957. 

A relatively recent assessment of Russia's 
invelvement in the war in Spain. Zhe early 


pages were useful to this writer in stucying 
the envelvement of France in that conflict. 


Vernadexy, George. A History of Russia. Fifth ecition, 
New Haven; Yale University Press, ss, 1962, 


An accepted and reliable teat on the history 
of Russia from anti uity. Useful in this study 
as background anid basic reference. 

eerth, Alexander. Rus at War 1941-1945. New York: 





Avon Books, es 


after spending years in France, Reporter 
Werth went to the Soviet Union where he spent 
the war. The introductory pages of this work 
help fili the gap in understanding France- 
Seviet relations immediately prior to the war. 
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The Comintern and surcpean Communisn 
ey A ED A | GRAS 
Burkenau, Franz. 


ropean Communism. New York: 
Harpers and Brothers, 1953 


A well documented and exhaustive study 
Communism in wurope. 


of 
The author concludes that 
the French Communists began as early as 1936 to 
shuck of f their assoclation with the French 
Left and deliberately sought to achieve contact 
wath the Bight : 


the army, the bureaucracy, the 

yhurch and the pluteocracy who could hold un to 

& real pact with the 03.5.8. and even with 

Cerivd iy. 

Cattell, Javid, fT. Communism anc the Spanish Civil 4a 
Berkeley: University of California Press, 1955 
The author's eariier work on the Sparis 

war. Likewise useful in examining the involve 

ment of France. 


ish Civil 


finaudi, Marie, Jean~Marie Jomenach, and Aldc Garwos 
Communion in Western Suroype. 


Ithaca, e.o.% 
University “Press, ‘1951, 

Three essays by the three authors. 
va ’The French Communist Party’ 
Jomenach is 
the period 


Cornell 


The Vusay 
by Jean-Marie 
well presented but the coverage of 
193 4=—1939 is minimal 
Foster, William gebuion. History of the Three Inter- 
nationals. New York: Tek S Publishers, 
1955. 


4 


American Communist Foster gives his inter- 
zie 


- 2 
pretation of the Internationals. 
_ ; Kermit s. Comintern 
oy - Columbia 


ami boric Revolution 
niversity Press, i964. 

A recent study of the workings, mostly 
present day, of the Comintern. 
Nollau, Gunther. 


International Comnu ism and Yoric Revolue 
tion. Trans. Victor Andersen, NWew York: Frederick 
A. Praeger, 1961, 
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A good text for background on the workings 
of the Thiru Internati onal. 


Seton-tatson, Hugh. From Lenin to Malenkev: The 
Histery of Sorid Communia@n. New York: Frederick 
A. Fraeger, 1953. 


Good coverage on the Popular Frent tactic of 
Communism and its experience in Prance. ‘vhe 
author concliwiss that Stalin would have achieved 
more unity and resistance to fascism if the 
@xtraw-Rhussian Gommunist parties would have dis- 
solved themseives. But such voluntary dissolu. 
tion would have deprived Moscow of valuable ex- 
perience needed later, 


United Ttates Congress, House of Representatives, 
Committee on UneAmerican Activities. The Com- 
munist Conspiracy: “Strategy and Tactics of serla 
Communism. washington: Government Printing 
Office, 1956. 


Part I, Section 9, Communist Activities 
Around the World, contains many selected cita- 
tions from texts otherwise difficult to obtain. 























